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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

10851.  Adulteration  of  tomato  sauce.  U.  S.  v.  50  Cases  of  Tomato  Sauce. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F. 
& D.  No.  14432.  I.  S.  No.  1659-t.  S.  No.  C-2718-a.) 

On  January  17,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  50  cases  of  tomato  sauce,  at  Crowley,  La.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  the  J.  T.  Polk  Co.,  from  Mound  City,  111.,  on  or 
about  November  29,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Contents  8 Ounces,  Polk’s  Best 
Spanish  Style  Tomato  Sauce.  J.  T.  Polk  Company,  Chicago,  U.  S.  A.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  sub 
stance. 

On  May  16,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10852.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  grape  cordial.  U.  S.  v.  1 Keg  of 
Nonalcoholic  Artificial  Flavor  and  Color  Red  Grape  Cordial.  De- 
fault decree  ordering  destruction  of  product.  (F.  & D.  No.  14593. 
I.  S.  No.  8274— t.  S.  No.  E-3160.) 

On  or  about  March  7,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  Dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  1 keg  of  nonalcoholic  artificial  flavor  and  color  red 
grape  cordial,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  package  at  New  Martinsville, 
W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Arlette  Fruit  Prod- 
ucts Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  from  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  on  or  about  December  8,  1920, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  West  Virginia,  and 
charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ * * * Red  Grape  Cordial 

* * * Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co.  St.  Louis,  Mo.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  an  artificially  colored  mixture  of  sugar,  saccharin,  tartaric  acid, 
water,  and  benzoic  acid  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly 
or  in  part  for  the  said  article.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  article  was  mixed  and  colored  in  a manner  whereby  damage  and 
inferiority  were  concealed,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  contained  an 
added  poisonous  and  deleterious  ingredient,  to  wit,  saccharin,  which  might 
render  the  article  injurious  to  health. 
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Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statements 
appearing  on  the  label  on  the  keg  containing  the  article,  “ * * * Artificial 

Flavor  And  Color  Red  Grape  Cordial  Flavor  * * * Guarantee  The  con- 

tents of  this  package  guaranteed  to  comply  with  all  laws,”  were  false  and 
misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  article  was  an  imitation  of  and  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name 
of  another  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  [food]  in  package 
form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously 
marked  on  the  outside  label  thereof. 

On  September  29,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  the  court  was  entered  finding  the  product  to  be  adulterated  and  mis- 
branded and  ordering  its  destruction  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10853.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  Lr.  S.  v.  310  Cases  of  Catsup.  Decree 
ordering  release  of  product  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  14657.  I.  S. 
No.  2987— t.  S.  No.  C-2888.) 

On  March  22,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  210  cases  of  catsup,  at  Shreveport,  La.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  J.  T.  Polk  Co.,  from  Mound  City,  111.,  on  or  about 
November  23,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State 
of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Contents  One  Pound  Avd.  Polk’s  Best 
Catsup  J.  T.  Polk  Co.,  Chicago.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance. 

On  October  15,  1921,  the  Sears  & Nichols  Canning  Co.  (successors  to  the 
J.  T.  Polk  Co.)  having  intervened  as  claimant  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
the  court  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant 
upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a good  and 
sufficient  bond,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part 
that  the  bad  portion  be  segregated  by  the  said  claimant  from  the  good  portion 
and  destroyed  and  that  the  portion  considered . to  be  good  by  said  claimant  be 
released  only  upon  examination  and  approval  of  this  department,  and  that  the 
said  claimant  be  permitted  to  salvage  all  bottles,  screw  caps,  boxes,  and  fillers 
of  the  goods. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10854.  Misbranding’  of  Garren’s  blood  purifier  and  tonic.  U.  S.  v.  305 
Dozen  Bottles  of  Garren’s  Blood  Purifier  and  Tonic.  Consent  de- 
cree of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released 
on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  14787.  S.  No.  E-3317.) 

On  April  14,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
South  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  305  dozen  bottles  of  Garren’s  blood  purifier  and  tonic, 
remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Columbia,  S.  C.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  March  1,  1921,  by  the  Asheville  Medi- 
cine Co.,  from  Hendersonville,  N.  C.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  into  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  and  charging  misbranding  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Cartons)  “Blood  Purifier  * * * for  Indigestion,  Dyspepsia,  Nervousness, 

Weakness,  * * * Disorders  of  the  Blood,  * * * Impure  Blood,  * * * 

for  Pimples,  Blotches,  Tumors,  Boils,  Ringworm,  Scrofula,  Ulcers  and  Syphilis. 

* * * Indigestion  * * * Powerful  purifier  of  the  blood;”  (bottles) 
*l  Blood  Purifier,  * * * Indigestion,  * * * A Purifier  of  the  Blood, 

* * * Impurities  of  the  Blood.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the.  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  extracts  of  plant  drugs,  including 
hydrastis,  a benzoate,  glycerin,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  words  and  figures  so  marked,  branded,  and  labeled  in  and  upon  the 
said  cartons  and  bottles  aforesaid,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effects  of  such  article,  were  false  and  fraudulent. 
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On  November  15,  1921,  the  Asheville  Medicine  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the.  court  that  the  product  might  be  delivered  to  said 
claimant,  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a 
bond  in  the  sum  of  $500,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S55.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  soluble  saccharin.  U.  S.  v.  5 
Pounds  and  5 Pounds  of  Soluble  Saccharin.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  14977, 
15041.  I.  S.  Nos.  1962— t,  3152-t,  4766-t.  S.  Nos.  C-3071,  C-3070.) 

On  June  13  and  June  25,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Texas,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  5 pounds  and  5 pounds  of  soluble  saccharin,  so-called,  re- 
maining in  the  original  packages  at  San  Antonio  and  Waco,  Texas,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  24  and  August  20,  1918,  by  the 
Sethness  Co.,  Chicago,  111.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the. 
State  of  Texas,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Cosco  Brand  Soluble 
Saccharine  Guaranteed  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30,  1906  By 
Sethness  Company  Chicago,  U.  S.  A.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a mixture  of  soluble  saccharin, 
insoluble  saccharin,  and  sodium  bicarbonate. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  it 
was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia, 
and  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  and  purity  as  determined 
by  the  test  laid  down  in  said  Pharmacopoeia,  and  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  strength  and  purity  of  said  article  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of 
quality  under  which  it  was  sold. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  statements  in  the  labeling  of 
the  article,  “ Guaranteed  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30,  1906  * * * 
Soluble  Saccharine,”  were  false  and  misleading,  and  for  the  further  reason  that 
said  article  was  an  imitation  of  and  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another 
article. 

On  December  20  and  November  23,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the 
property,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10856.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  canned  salmon.  U.  S.  v.  599  Cases 
and  59  Cases  of  Canned  Salmon.  Decree  of  condemnation,  forfeit- 
ure, and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  15859,  15860.  I.  S.  Nos.  1312— t, 
1315— t.  S.  No.  C-3381.) 

On  December  23,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Arkansas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  599  cases  and  59  cases,  respectively,  of  canned  salmon,  at 
Little  Bock,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Lowman  Co., 
Anacortes,  Wash.,  on  or  about  October  4,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Washington  into  the  State  of  Arkansas,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  “Sunny  South  Brand  Contents  1 Lb.  Fresh  Salmon  Chum  Packed  by 
Coast  Fish  Company  The  Lowman  Co.  Successors,  Anacortes,  Wash.,  U.  S.  A.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  sub- 
stance. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  there  appeared  on 
the  cans  containing  the  article  the  following  statement,  “ Fresh  Salmon,”  which 
was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  article  contained  decomposed  fish 
in  a material  proportion  of  the  said  cans. 

On  June  6,  1922,  the  two  cases  having  been  consolidated  under  one  proceed- 
ing, a decree  of  the  court  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed 
by  the  United  States  marshal. 


C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10857.  Misbranding-  of  olive  oil.  IJ.  S.  v.  9,  et  al,  Cans  of  Olive  Oil.  Defanlt 
decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  sold. 

(F.  & D.  Nos..  15514,  15515,  15746,  15748,  15950.  I.  S.  Nos.  12802-t,  12803-t, 
12804— t,  12805— t,  12806-t,  12807-t,  12808-t,  12809-t,  12814-t,  12815-t. 
S.  Nos.  W— 1018,  W-1018-a,  W-1037,  W-1043.) 

On  November  19,  1921,  and  January  3 and  28,  1922,  the  United  States  at- 
torney for  the  District  of  Utah,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district 
libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  10  cans,  each  containing  1 gallon, 
65  2-quart  cans,  and  115  1-quart  cans  of  olive  oil,  at  Salt  Lake  City  and  Helper, 
Utah,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  between  the  dates  of  March 
8,  1921,  and  September  23,  1921,  by  Deligiannis  Bros.,  Chicago,  111.,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Utah,  and  charging  misbrand- 
ing in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  la- 
beled in  part : “Net  Contents  One  Gallon,”  or  “ Net  Contents  Two  Quarts,”  or 

“ Net  Contents  One  Quart  ” “ Pure  Olive  Oil  Universal  Brand  Deligiannis  Bros. 
Chicago  U.  S.  A.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  the 
statements  on  the  labels,  “ Net  Contents  One  Gallon,”  “ Net  Contents  Two 
Quarts,”  and  “ Net  Contents  One  Quart,”  were  false  and  misleading  In  that  the 
net  contents  were  not  1 gallon,  2 quarts,  and  1 quart,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  article  was  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  February  23  and  March  28,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the 
property,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  so  labeled  and  branded  as  to  correctly 
designate  the  contents  thereof,  and  that  the  same  be  sold  by  the  United  States 
marshal  at  public  auction. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10858.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  tea.  U.  S.  v.  75  Cans  of  Tea.  De- 
fanlt decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & 
D.  No.  15969.  I.  S.  No.  3109-t.  S.  No.  C-3418.) 

On  February  4,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  75  cans  of  tea,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Louisville,  Ky.,  consigned  by  the  Bohea  Importing  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  December  3,  1921,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Kentucky,  and  charging  adultera- 
tion and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ King  George  * * * Flowery  Orange  Pekoe 
Ceylon-India  Tea  Bohea  Importing  Co.  Baltimore,  U.  S.  A.  King  George 
Ceylon-India  Tea  is  an  expert  blending  of  very  choice  growths  from  the  High 
Altitude  Districts.  It  will  be  enjoyed  for  matchless  qualities  of  drink  * * * 
\ Pound  Net  Weight  When  Packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  a 
grade  or  grades  of  tea  other  than  Flowery  Orange  Pekoe  had  been  mixed  and 
packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  therefor. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements,  “Flowery 
Orange  Pekoe  * * * £ Pound  Net  Weight  When  Packed,”  were  false  and 

misleading,  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  said  article  was  [food]  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents 
was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  May  29,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S59.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  bntter.  U.  S.  v.  48  Tubs  of  Butter. 

Decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under 
bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16694.  I.  S.  No.  2505-v.  S.  No.  E-4096.) 

On  July  31,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel,  and  on  August  3, 
1922,  an  amended  libel,  praying  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  48  tubs  of 
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butter,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  con- 
signed by  Montrose  Cooperative  Creamery,  Montrose,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  from  Montrose,  Minn.,  on  or  about  July  21,  1922,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,’  and 
charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that 
excessive  water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  a valuable  constituent 
of  the  said  article,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been  wholly  or  in  part  abstracted. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  tubs  con- 
taining the  article  bore  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Butter  Made  from  Sweet  Cream,” 
regarding  the  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein, 
which  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  tubs  did  not  contain  butter 
made  'from  sweet  cream.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents 
was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  August  3,  1922,  Clinton  G.  Heyd,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  having  entered  an 
appearance  as  claimant  for  the  property,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture was  entered,  and  it  wTas  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be 
released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings 
and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $2,000,  in  conformity  with  section 
10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of 
this  department. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S60.  Misbranding'  of  tuna  fish.  U.  S.  xr.  White  Stax*  Canning  Co.,  a Corpo- 
ration. Plea  of  gnilty.  Fine,  $100.  (F.  & D.  No.  12808.  I.  S.  Nos. 

12456— r,  17335— r,  17336-r,  17337-r.) 

On  June  13,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  White  Star  Canning  Co.,  a corporation,  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company,  on  or  about  September  15,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  on  or  about  September  8,  1919,  from  the  State 
of  California  into  the  District  of  Columbia,  of  quantities  of  tuna  fish,  which  in 
each  instance  was  misbranded.  The  Ohio  shipment  was  labeled  in  part : “ Radio 
Brand  Blue  Fin  Tuna  * * * Net  Weight  13  oz.”  The  District  of  Colum- 

bia shipments  were  labeled  in  part : “ White  Star  Brand  Chicken  of  the  Sea 
Tuna  Fish  Net  Contents  13  Ounces ; ” “ Silver  Foam  Brand  Calif.  Tuna  Net 
Contents  13  Oz and  “ Radio  Brand  Blue  Fin  Tuna  * * * Net  Weight 

13  Oz.” 

Examination  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department 
showed  an  average  net  weight  of  11.82  ounces  on  9 cans  from  the  shipment 
to  Ohio ; an  average  net  weight  of  12.35  ounces  on  96  cans  of  the  White  Star 
brand  shipped  into  the  District  of  Columbia;  an  average  net  weight  of  12.45 
ounces  on  96  cans  of  the  Silver  Foam  brand  shipped  into  the  District  of 
Columbia ; and  an  average  net  weight  of  12.29  ounces  on  448  cans  of  the  Radio 
brand  shipped  into  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  in  the  information 
for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Net  Weight  13  Oz,”  or  “ Net 
Contents  13  Ounces,”  or  “ Net  Contents1  13  Oz,”  borne  on  the  labels  attached 
to  the  cans  containing  the  article  regarding  it,  was  false  and  misleading  in 
that  it  represented  that  the  contents  of  each  can  weighed  13  ounces  net,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  de- 
ceive and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  the  contents  of  each  can 
weighed  13  ounces  net,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  contents  of  each  can 
did  not  weigh  13  ounces  net,  but  did  weigh  a less  amount,  and  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  said  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of 
the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the 
package. 

On  June  26,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  be- 
half of  the  defendant  corporation,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10861.  Misbranding-  of  cottonseed  meal.  U.  S.  v.  Robert  Lee  Batte  (Thorn- 
dale  Oil  Mill).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  13912.  I.  S. 

No.  18803— r.) 

On  July  8,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Robert 
Lee  Batte,  trading  as  Thorndale  Oil  Mill,  Thorndale,  Texas,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on 
or  about  December  15,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State  of  Kansas, 
of  a quantity  of  cottonseed  meal  which  was  misbranded.  The  sacks  contain- 
ing the  article  bore  no  statements  as  to  the  net  weight  of  the  contents  thereof. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  November  21,  1921,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S62.  Adulteration  of  catsup.  TJ.  S.  v.  25  Cases  of  Catsup.  Default  decree 
of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  14001. 
I.  S.  No.  3201— t.  S.  No.  C— 2602.) 

On  December  7,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Arkansas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  25  cases,  each  containing  2 dozen  bottles  of  catsup,  at  Walnut 
Ridge,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  22, 
1920,  by  the  J.  T.  Polk  Co.,  Mound  City,  111.,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Arkansas,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Polk’s  Best 
Catsup,  J.  T.  Polk  Company,  Chicago.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  May  3,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10863.  Misbranding*  of  Pratts  cow  remedy.  U.  S.  v.  15  Packages  of  Pratts 
Cow  Remedy.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitui’e,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  14414.  I.  S.  No.  1725-t.  S.  No.  C-2766.) 

On  February  27,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  15  packages,  more  or  less,  of  Pratts  cow  remedy,  remaining  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Port  Arthur,  Texas,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  15,  1919,  by  the  Pratt  Food  Co.,  Phila- 
delphia, Pa.,  and  transported  from,  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State 
of  Texas,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a mixture  of  salt,  soda,  Epsom 
salt,  iron  oxid,  fenugreek,  ginger,  nux  vomica,  and  gentian. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements,  appearing  on  the  packages  regarding 
the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  said  cow  remedy,  to  wit,  “ Pratts  Cow 
Remedy  is  a tested  remedy  and  preventive  for  Contagious  Abortion,  Barren- 
ness (Failure  to  Breed) , Garget,  Milk  Fever  * * * For  Barrenness  * * * 

For  Milk  Fever  and  Garget  * * * prevents  retained  afterbirth  * * * 

For  Calves : For  preventing  or  treating  scours  * * * Pratts  Cow  Remedy 

will  assist  in  rendering  the  bull’s  service  more  sure,  particularly  where  con- 
tagious abortion  has  appeared  in  the  herd  * * * For  Accidental  or  Con- 
tagious Abortion  * * * To  Prevent : In  herds  where  cows  have  previously 
aborted,  or  in  neighborhoods  where  disease  exists,  * * * Contagious  Abor- 

tion * * * Retained  Afterbirth  * * * Pratts  Cow  Remedy  Is  A Medi- 
cinal Specific  for  diseases  of  cows  * * * preventive  and  remedy  for  cow 
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troubles  * * were  misleading,  false,  and  fraudulent,  that  is  to  say,  the 

said  drug  contained  no  ingredient  or  combinations  thereof  capable  of  producing 
the  effects  so  claimed. 

On  December  13,  1921,  no  claimant  haying  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10864.  Misbranding  of  Gold  Metlal  Brand  sexual  pills.  U.  S.  v.  8 Packages 
of  Gold  Medal  Brand  Sexual  Pills.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  14468.  S.  No.  C-2806.) 

On  February  28,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  8 packages  of  Gold  Medal  Brand  sexual  pills,  remaining  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Hazlehurst,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  S.  Pfeiffer  Mfg.  Co.,  St.  Louis  Mo.,  on  or  about  October  27, 
1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Mississippi, 
and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Box  and  carton)  “ Gold  Medal  Brand  Sexual 
Pills.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  pills  contained  phosphorus  and  extracts  of  damiana 
and  nux  vomica  and  were  coated  with  calcium  carbonate  and  sugar. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  said 
article,  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  boxes  and  cartons  containing  the  same, 
were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or 
combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effect  claimed. 

On  May  3,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10865.  Adulteration  of  sbell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  Martin  N.  Carson.  Flea  of 
guilty.  Fine,  $10  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  14528.  I.  S.  No.  2308— t.) 

On  May  6,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Mis- 
sissippi, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Martin  N. 
Carson,  trading  and  doing  business  under  the  name  and  style  of  M.  N.  Carson, 
Conehatta,  Miss.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  August  17,  1920,.  from  the  State  of  Mississippi 
into  the  State  of  Louisiana,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were  adulterated. 

Examination,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  a sample 
of  the  article  consisting  of  360  eggs  showed  the  presence  of  42  inedible  eggs, 
or  11.7  per  cent,  consisting  of  17  black  rots,  16  mixed  or  white  rots,  and  9 
spot  rots. 

On  November  8,  1921,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10866.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  egg  powder.  U.  S.  y.  2 Barrels  of 
Alleged  Egg  Powder.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture. Product  ordered  released  on  bond  or  sold.  (F.  & D.  No. 

15043.  I.  S.  No.  10667— t.  S.  No.  W-976.) 

On  June  15,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  2 barrels  of  egg  powder,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  January  25,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into 
the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Desc.  Egg 
* * * Joe  Lowe  Co.  239  S.  L.  A.  St.  Los  Angeles  Calif.  Contents  200  Lbs. 

Whole  Egg.  Directions  for  the  use  of  Egg  Powder  (Whole)  Joe  Lowe  * * 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  commercial  egg  yolk  product  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substi- 
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tuted  wholly  or  in  part  for  whole  egg,  which  adulteration  reduced  and  impaired 
the  quality  of  the  product  as  an  article  of  food. 

Misbranding  w'as  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statements  con- 
tained on  the  labels,  “ Desc.  Egg  * * * Joe  Lowe  Co.  239  S.  L.  A.  St.  Los 

Angeles  Calif.  Contents  200  Lbs.  Whole  Egg.  Directions  for  the  use  of  Egg 
Powder  (Whole)  Joe  Lowe  * * were  false  and  misleading  and  were 

calculated  to  and  did  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  and  that  the  same  was 
labeled  so  as  to  offer  the  contents  of  said  barrels  for  sale  under  the  name  of 
another  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  product  was  an  imitation 
of  and  substituted  for  and  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  an- 
other article  of  food. 

On  September  17.  1921,  the  Joe  Lowe  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United 
States  marshal,  with  the  proviso,  however,  that  the  product  be  delivered  and 
restored  to  said  claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $100,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of 
the  act. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10867.  Misbranding'  of  Prof.  Dupree’s  French  specific  pills.  U.  S.  v.  5 
Gross  Packages  of  Prof.  Dupree’s  French  Specific  Pills.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre,  and  destrnction.  (F.  & D. 
No.  15048.  I.  S.  No.  10716-t.  S.  No.  W-986.) 

On  June  21, 1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Cali- 
fornia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  5 gross  packages  of  drugs  labeled  in  part,  “ Prof.  Dupree’s  French 
Specific  Pills,”  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  consigned  by  the  United  Drug  Exchange,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  February  29,  1921,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  pills  contained  aloes,  iron  sulphate,  a trace  of  tansy  oil, 
and  plant  drugs,  coated  with  a mixture  of  sugar,  starch,  calcium  carbonate,  and 
talc,  colored,  some  blue,  others  pink. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  labeled  in  part  in  the  circulars  accompanying  it  as  follows,  “ * * * 
For  use  in  the  suppression  of  irregularities  of  the  menses  * * * efficient 

in  their  results  * * * take  one  pill  every  two  hours,  alternating  first  the 

blue  and  then  the  pink,  until  the  desired  effect  is  produced  * * * In  cases 

where  the  period  is  irregular  * * * commence  the  use  of  these  pills,  three 

or  four  days  before  the  expected  time  by  taking  one  pill  every  four  hours 
until  the  time  arrives.  * * * girls  approaching  the  age  puberty,  who  have 

not  overcome  the  functional  derangements  induced  by  that  * * * change 
* * * can  be  given  these  pills  with  great  benefit  * * * Reliable,” 
whereas  the  said  drug  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed  for  it,  and 
the  statements  on  the  labels  and  packages  and  in  the  circulars  were  false  and 
fraudulent. 

On  April  19.  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act'. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Sewetary  of  Agriculture. 

10868.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  table  oil.  U.  S.  v.  79  Cans  of 
Table  Oil.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre,  and  de- 
strnction. (F.  & D.  No.  15153.  I.  S.  No.  8363-t.  S.  No.  E-3565.) 

On  September  2,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  District  aforesaid,  holding  a district  court,  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  79  cans  of  table  oil,  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  sold  in  the  District  of  Columbia  by  Ferdinando  Sari,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  sub- 
stances, to  wit,  oils  other  than  olive  oil.  including  approximately  50  per  cent  of 
cottonseed  oil,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower 
and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had  been  substituted  wholly 
or  in  part  for  finest  quality  table  oil,  to  wit,  olive  oil,  which  the  article  pur- 
ported to  be.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  said 
substances,  to  wit,  corn  oil  and  approximately  50  per  cent  of  cottonseed  oil,  had 
been  mixed  with  the  said  article  in  a manner  whereby  its  damage  and  infe- 
riority to  finest  quality  table  oil,  to  wit,  olive  oil,  was  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statements  in 
large  prominent  type,  to  wit,  “ Finest  Quality  Table  Oil  Tipo  Termini  Imerese 
1 Gallon  Net,”  together  with  a pictorial  representation  of  an  olive  orchard 
scene,  appearing  on  the  cans  containing  the  article,  and  the  statement,  to  wit, 
“ Cottonseed  Oil  Slightly  Flavored  With  Olive  Oil.”  in  small,  inconspicuous, 
and  practically  unnoticeable  type  on  said  cans,  were  false  and  misleading  in 
that  the  said  statements  and  'design  represented  that  the  article  was  finest 
quality  table  oil,  to  wit,  olive  oil,  that  it  was  a product  made  in  Italy,  and  that 
each  of  said  cans  contained  1 gallon  net  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  article  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  it  was  finest  quality  table  oil,  to  wit,  olive  oil  made 
in  a foreign  country,  and  that  each  of  said  cans  contained  1 gallon  net  of  the 
said  article,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  said  article  was  not  finest  quality 
table  oil,  to  wit,  olive  oil,  and  was  not  a foreign  product  made  in  a foreign 
country,  but  was  a compound  composed  practically  wholly  of  cottonseed  oil 
and  corn  oil,  made  in  the  United  States  of  America,  and  each  of  said  cans  did 
not  contain  1 gallon  net  of  the  article  but  did  contain  less  than  1 gallon.  Mis- 
branding was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  a product  com- 
posed practically  wholly  of  an  undeclared  compound  consist 'ng  of  cottonseed 
oil  and  corn  oil,  prepared  in  imitation  of  another  article,  to  wit,  olive  oil,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the 
contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  pack- 
age, since  the  stated  quantity,  to  wit.  “ 1 Gallon  Net,”  was  not  correct  and  rep- 
resented more  than  the  actual  contents  of  the  said  package. 

On  May  26,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10869.  Misbranding'  of  Dr.  Lovett’s  pills.  U.  S.  v.  3 Gross  Bottles  of  Dr. 

Lovett’s  Pills.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  16259.  I.  S.  No.  13965-t.  S.  No.  W-1075.) 

On  May  2,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Cali- 
fornia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  3 gross  bottles  of  Dr.  Lovett’s  pills,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  invoiced  by  Dr.  Lovett  Medicine  Co., 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  No- 
vember 16,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of 
California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  pills  contained  iron,  sodium,  and  potassium  carbonates 
and  sulphates,  with  traces  of  plant  extractives,  coated  with  sugar,  starch,  and 
calcium  carbonate,  and  colored  pink. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
bottles  or  packages  containing  the  same  were  each  labeled  in  part  on  the  labels 
and  packages  and  in  circulars,  as  follows,  “ * * * This  * * * purifier  of 
the  blood  is  * * * the  only  infallible  specific  to  cure  radically  and  perma- 
nently general  debility,  * * * headache,  rheumatism,  sexual  debility,  steril- 

ity. malarial  fevers,  diseases  of  the  liver,  syphilis,  scrofula,  pimples,  catarrhs, 
carbuncles,  itch,  herpes,  tumors,  ulcers  and  other  disorders  originating  * * * 

by  reason  of  deleterious  impurities  of  the  blood  * * *,”  (red  wrapper) 

“ * * * for  curing  permanently  and  radically  * * * sexual  debility,  syph- 

ilis, rheumatism,  malarial  fever,  skin  diseases  and  all  other  diseases  of  the 
blood,”  (bottle)  “ * * * the  only  infallible  specific  for  curing  diseases  of  the 

blood  * * * purifies  the  blood  * * * removing  * * * - the  causes  of 

nervous  prostration  * * * clouding  of  the  mind,  insomnia,  nervous  pains  of 
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the  head,  loss  of  memory,  general  debility  * * * lend  themselves  in  a most 

admirable  manner  to  the  curing  of  diseases  of  the  liver,  the  skin,  pimples,  herpes, 
malarial  fever,  rheumatism,  rickets,  etc.  etc.  all  tumors,  ulcers,  syphilis,  scrofula, 

* * • wasting  * * * pimples,  * * * carbuncles  and  virulent  tumors 

* * * catarrh  * * * sexual  debility  * * * boils  and  small  tumors 

* * * eczema  * * * cutaneous  diseases  * * * diseases  peculiar  to 

women  * * * epilepsy  * * * erysipelas  * * * scrofula  * * * 

spermatorrhoea  * * whereas  the  said  drug  contained  no  ingredient  or 

combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effects  claimed  for  it,  and  the  statements  on  the  labels  and  packages  and  in  the 
circulars  were  false  and  fraudulent. 

On  June  13,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10870.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  ©f  pie  fillings.  U.  S.  v.  Burton  D. 

Smith  and  John  B.  Hecos  (Consumers  Supply  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  .$75.  (F.  & D.  No.  14924.  I.  S.  Nos.  648-t,  649-t,  650-t.) 

On  August  10,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Burton  D.  Smith  and  John  B.  Hecox,  copartners,  trading  as  Consumers  Supply 
Co.,  Portland,  Mich.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  June  26,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Michigan 
into  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  of  quantities  of  orange  filling,  ox-heart  cherry 
filling,  and  pineapple  filling,  respectively,  which  were  adulterated  and  mis- 
branded. The  articles  were  labeled  in  part:  “Consumers  Orange  Filling”  (or 
“Ox-Heart  Cherry  Filling”  or  “Pineapple  Filling”)  “For  Pies,  Cakes,  Pud- 
dings and  Desserts  * * * Manufactured.  Sold  and  Guaranteed  by  Con- 
sumers Supply  Company  Portland,  Michigan,  U.  S.  A.  * * 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  they  were  colored  powders,  containing  cornstarch,  sugar, 
salt,  citric  acid,  flavor,  and  coal-tar  color. 

Adulteration  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  mixtures  composed  in  large  part  of  cornstarch  and  which  contained  no 
egg  or  orange  juice,  cherry  juice,  or  pineapple  juice,  as  the  case  might  be,  had 
been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously 
affect  their  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  orange 
filling,  cherry  filling,  or  pineapple  filling,  as  the  case  might  be,  which  the  said 
articles  purported  to  be.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  articles  were  inferior  to  orange  filling,  cherry  filling,  and  pineapple  filling, 
to  wit,  mixtures  composed  in  large  part  of  cornstarch  and  which  contained  no 
egg,  or  orange  juice,  cherry  juice,  or  pineapple  juice,  as  the  case  might  be,  pre- 
pared in  imitation  of  orange  filling,  cherry  filling,  and  pineapple  filling,  respec- 
tively, and  were  colored  with  certain  coal-tar  dyes,  to  wit,  Orange  I,  Amaranth, 
and  Tartrazine,  respectively,  so  as  to  simulate  the  appearance  of  orange  filling, 
-cherry  filling,  and  pineapple  filling,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  in  a manner 
whereby  their  inferiority  to  said  pie  fillings  was  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit,  “ Orange 
Filling”  (or  “Cherry  Filling”  or  “Pineapple  Filling”)  “For  Pies.  Cakes, 
Puddings  and  Desserts,”  “ Contains  all  the  necessary  ingredients.”  “Saves  the 
■cost  of  eggs  that  would  ordinarily  be  used,”  and  “Guaranteed  to  conform  to 
■National  * * * Food  Laws,”  borne  on  the  labels  attached  to  the  cans  con- 

tain'ng  the  respective  articles,  regarding  the  said  articles  and  the  ingredi- 
ents and  substances  contained  therein,  were  false  and  misleading  in  that  the 
•said  statements  represented  that  said  articles  were  orange  filling,  cherry  filling, 
or  pineapple  filling,  as  the  case  might  be,  which  contained  all  the  necessary 
ingredients,  including  eggs,  for  making  pies,  cakes,  puddings,  and  desserts, 
and  that  they  conformed  to  the  requirements  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  of 
June  30,  1906,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  they  were  labeled  as  aforesaid 
so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  they  were 
orange  filling,  cherry  filling,  or  pineapple  filling,  as  the  case  might  be,  which 
contained  all  the  necessary  ingredients,  including  egg,  for  making  pies,  cakes, 
puddings,  and  desserts,  and  that  they  conformed  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30,  1906.  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  they  were 
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not  orange  filling,  cherry  filling,  or  pineapple  filling,  as  the  case  might  be.  but 
were  mixtures,  artificially  colored,  largely  composed  of  cornstarch,  and  which 
contained  no  egg  or  any  orange  juice,  cherry  juice,  or  pineapple  juice,  and  which 
had  no  value  as  orange  filling,  cherry  filling,  or  pineapple  filling,  as  the  case 
might  be,  for  making  pies,  cakes,  puddings,  and  desserts,  and  said  articles  did 
not  conform  to  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30,  1906. 

On  December  2,  1921,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $75. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S71.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  lemon  pie  filling-.  U.  S.  v.  Wol- 
verine Spice  Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  14925.  I.  S.  Nos.  3455-t,  10274-t,  11527-t.) 

On  October  18,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Wolverine  Spice  Co.,  a corporation,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  or  about  October  18,  1919,  and  May  24  and  29,  1920,  from  the  State  of 
Michigan  into  the  States  of  Colorado,  Indiana,  and  Minnesota,  respectively,  of 
quantities  of  lemon  pie  filling  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Packages)  “The  Quality  Way  Py-E-Ta  * * * 

A Mixture  for  Making  Lemon  Pie  and  Other  Desserts  Net  Weight  8 Ounces 
* * * Wolverine  Spice  Co.  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan.” 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  was  a mixture  of  cornstarch,  citric  acid,  and  corn 
sugar,  flavored  with  lemon  oil.  A portion  of  the  packages  contained  less  than 
the  quantity  declared  on  the  labels. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the.  information  for  the.  reason 
that  a mixture  composed  in  large  part  of  cornstarch,  citric  acid,  and  corn 
sugar,  flavored  with  lemon  oil,  and  which  contained  no  eggs,  had  been  substi- 
tuted in  whole  or  in  part  for  a mixture  for  making  lemon  pie,  which  the  said 
article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit,  “ A Mix- 
ture for  Making  Lemon  Pie,”  “ Guaranteed  to  make  better  pies  than  can  be 
made  from  fresh  lemons  and  contains  in  concentrated  form  the  same  ingredi- 
ents as  used  by  the  housewife,”  borne  on  the  packages  containing  the  article, 
regarding  the  said  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein, 
and  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Net  Weight  8 Ounces,”  borne  on  a portion  of  the 
said  packages,  were  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  statements  repre- 
sented that  the  article  was  a mixture  for  making  lemon  pie,  that  it  was  a 
substitute  for  fresh  lemons  in  making  lemon  pies,  and  that  it  contained  the 
same  ingredients  as  used  by  the  housewife  in  making  lemon  pies,  and  that  a 
portion  of  the  said  packages  contained  8 ounces  net  of  the  article,  and  for  the 
further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead 
the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  was  a mixture  for  making  lemon  pie. 
that  it  was  a substitute  for  fresh  lemons  in  making  lemon  pies,  and  that  it 
conta'ned  the  same  ingredients  as  used  by  the  housewife  in  making  lemon  pies, 
and  that  a portion  of  the  said  packages  contained  8 ounces  net  of  the  said 
articles,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  a mixture  for  making  lemon 
pies,  was  not  a substitute  for  fresh  lemons  in  making  lemon  pies,  and  did  not 
contain  the  same  ingredients  as  used  by  the  housewife  in  making  lemon  pies, 
but  was  a mixture  composed  in  large  part  of  cornstarch,  citric  acid,  and  corn 
sugar,  flavored  with  lemon  oil  and  which  contained  no  eggs  and  which  had  no 
value  as  a mixture  for  making  lemon  pies,  and  a portion  of  the  said  packages 
did  not  contain  8 ounces  net  weight  of  the  article,  but  did  contain  a less  amount. 

On  December  22,  1921,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10872.  Misbranding  of  Savanol.  U.  S.  v.  7 Dozen  Bottles  of  Savanol.  De- 
fault decree  of  condemnation  anti  forfeiture.  Product  disposed 
of  according,-  to  law.  (F.  & D.  No.  15217.  S.  No.  W— 990.) 

On  July  19,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Cali- 
fornia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  Spates  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  7 dozen  bottles  of  Savanol.  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  G.  P. 
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Steyh.  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  or  about  May  9,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  capsules  containing  a saponifiable  oil, 
with  traces  of  savin  oil,  apiol,  and  aloin. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  leaflet  accompanying  the  package  containing  the  article  bore  the  fol- 
lowing statement,  “ * * * Take  one.  Savanol  * . * * three  or  four  days 

before  the  expeced  appearance  of  menstrual  flow  * * which  statement 

was  false  and  fraudulent,  since  the  said  article  Contained  no  ingredient  or 
combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effects  claimed. 

On  April  11,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  disposed  of  according  to  law. 

C.  F.  Marvin*  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S73.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  oil.  U.  S.  y.  41  Gallon  Cans  of 
Olivolo  Brand  Oil.  et  al.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture.  Product  delivered  to  charitable  institutions.  (F.  & 

D.  Nos.  15234,  15285,  15315.  I.  S.  Nos.  7014-t,  7015-t,  7016-t,  7023-t, 
7024— t,  7025-t.  S.  Nos.  E-3466,  E-3492,  E-3542.) 

On  July  27.  July  29.  and  August  16,  1921,  respectively,  the  United  States 
attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New  York,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said 
district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  87  gallon  cans,  4 half-gallon 
cans,  and  16  quart  cans  of  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  consigned  on  or  about  June  18,  1921,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Littauer  Oil  Co.,  Guttenberg,  N.  J.,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  New  Jersey  into  the.  State  of  New  York,  and  charging 
adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended.  A portion  of  the  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “One  Gallon”  (or 
“ One  Half  Gallon”  or  “ One  Quart  ”)  “ Olivolo  Brand  Olio  Per  Insalata  Come 
L'Oiio  D'Oliva  * * * Littauer  Oil  Co..  Gu  tenberg,  N.  J.”  The  remainder 

of  the  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Olio  Puro  Brand  Olio  Per  Insalata  Come 
L’Oiio  D’Oliva.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  cotton- 
seed oil  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for 
the  said  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  said  article  had  been  mixed 
in  a manner  whereby  its  inferiority  was  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  labels  on  the 
cans  containing  a portion  of  the  article  bore  the  following  statements,  “ Olivolo 
Brand  * * * Olio  per  Insalata  Come  L’Oiio  D’Oliva  * * * A Pure 

Salad  Oil  Blended  with  Olive  Oil  * * * 11  Olivolo  ‘ Olio  ’ Viene  Estratto 

da  Vegetali  Di  Prima  Qualita  Con  Metodi  Perfezzionati : E’lginici  E’Perfetta- 
mente  Nutrivo  E’Salutifero  Per  Eccellenza  * * * La  Marca  * * * Oli- 
volo * * ‘Olio’  One  Gallon”  (or  “One  Half  Gallon”  or  “One  Quart”), 

together  with  a design  showing  a draped  flag,  and  the  cans  containing  the 
remainder  of  the  article  bore  the  following  statements,  “ Olio  Puro  Brand 
Olio  Per  Insalata  Come  L’Oiio  D’Oliva  * * * A Compound  of  Vegetable 

Oils  Blended  with  Pure  Olive  Oil  One  Gallon.”  which  statements,  designs 
and  devices,  regarding  the  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  con- 
tained therein,  together  with  the  use  of  the  Italian  language,  were  false  and 
misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of  and  was  offered 
for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article.  Misbranding  was  al 
leged  with  respect  to  a portion  of  the  article  for  the  further  reason  that  it 
purported  to  be  a foreign  product  when  not  so.  Misbranding  was  alleged  with 
respect  to  a portion  of  the  article  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  food  in 
package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicu- 
ously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages. 

On  October  13,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgments 
of  the  court  were  entered  condemning  and  forfeiting  the  product  to  the  use  of 
the  United  States.  The  product  was  delivered  , in  part  to  the  Salvation  Army 
and  in  part  to  the  Brooklyn  Home  for  Children. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10874.  Adulteration  of  pepper  relish,  Thousand  Island  dressing,  sweet 
piccalilli,  and  sweet  mixed  pickles.  U.  S.  v.  1<)  Cases  of  Pepper 
Relish,  25  Cases  of  Thousand  Island  Dressing,  10  Cases  of  Sweet 
Piccalilli,  and  10  Cases  of  Sweet  Mixed  Pickles.  Default  decree 
of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  15353. 
I.  S.  Nos.  1097— t,  1098— t,  1100-t,  4876-t.  S.  No.  C-3195.) 

On  September  6,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  10  cases  of  pepper  relish,  25  cases  of  Thousand  Island 
dressing,  10  cases  of  sweet  piccalilli,  and  10  cases  of  sweet  mixed  pickles,  re- 
maining unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Grand  Rapids,  Mich., 
alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  by  the  Chicago  Food  Products  Co., 
Chicago,  111.,  on  or  about  June  25,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Illinois  into  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part,  respectively: 
“ Square  Seal  S.  S.  Brand  * * * Pepper  Relish  Square  Seal  Food  Prod- 
ucts Co.,  Chicago ; ” “ Square  Seal  S.  S.  Brand  * * * Thousand  Island 

Dressing  * * * ; ” “Square  Seal  S.  S.  Brand  * * * Sweet  Piccalilli 

* * * ; ” “ Square  Seal  S.  S.  Brand  * * * Sweet  Mixed  Pickles  * * 

Adulteration  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  a substance,  namely,  saccharin,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  their  quality  and  strength 
and  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  articles,  for  the 
further  reason  that  they  were  mixed  with  saccharin  in  a manner  whereby 
damage  and  inferiority  were  concealed,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  they 
contained  a certain  added,  deleterious,  and  poisonous  substance,  namely,  sac- 
charin, which  might  have  rendered  such  articles  injurious  to  health. 

On  December  1,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  products  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10875.  Misb  ran  din g of  mineral  w ater.  U.  S.  v.  Excelsior  Springs  Mineral 
Water  «fc  Bottling  Co.,  a Corporation.  Confession  of  judgment. 
Fine,  $10  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  15993.  I.  S.  No.  3962-t.)  ' 

On  April  12,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Excelsior  Springs  Mineral  Water  & Bottling  Co.,  a corporation,  Excelsior 
Springs,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  January  25,  1921,  from  the  State  of 
Missouri  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  of  a quantity  of  mineral  water  which  was 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Sulpho-Saline  Still  Natural 
Mineral  Water  * * * Excelsior  Springs  Mineral  Water  & Bottling  Co. 

Excelsior  Springs  Missouri.  ” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  approximately  9.24  grams  per  liter  of 
dissolved  mineral  matter. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  certain  statements,  designs,  and  devices  regarding  the  thera- 
peutic and  curative  effects  of  the  article,  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  bottles 
containing  the  same,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  to  be  effective  as 
a treatment,  remedy,  and  cure  for  stomach  troubles,  headache,  jaundice,  and 
vertigo,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  June  7.  1922,  a confession  of  judgment  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S70.  Misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  18  Cans,  et  al,  of  Olive  Oil.  De- 
fault decrees  ordering  sale  of  the  product.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  15951, 
15953.  I.  S.  Nos.  873— t,  874-t,  18608-t.  S.  No.  C-3407.) 

On  January  31  and  February  8,  1922,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney 
for  the  District  of  Indiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for 
the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  18  half-gallon  cans,  18  quart  cans,  and  48  pint 
cans  of  olive  oil,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages,  in  part  at 
Indiana  Harbor  and  in  part  at  Gary,  Ind.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
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shipped  by  the  Greek  Products  Importing  Co.,  Chicago,  111.,  between  the  dates 
of  November  25  and  December  30,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illi- 
nois into  the  State  of  Indiana,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Victory 
Brand  * * * Contents  4 Gallon  * * * ” (or  “Contents  1 Quart”  or 

“ Contents  1 Pint  ”). 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  labels  on  the  respective-sized  cans  containing  the  article,  to 
wit,  “ Contents  4 Gallon,”  “ Contents  1 Quart,”  and  “ Contents  1 Pint,”  were 
false  and  misleading,  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 

On  June  14,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgments  of 
the  court  were  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United  States 
marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S77.  Misbranding  of  flour.  II.  S.  v.  Tbe  Kansas  Flour  Mills  Co.,  a Corpo- 
ration. Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $25  and  costs.  (F.  & D. 
No.  16004.  I.  S.  No.  5060— t. ) 

On  April  3,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Kansas  Flour  Mills  Co.,  a corporation,  trading  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  company  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  or  about  February  8,  1921,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  flour  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part : “ ‘ The  Final  Argument  ’ 244  Lbs.  The  Kansas  Flour  Mills 
Company.  * * * Made-Rite  Flour  Kansas  City.  U.  S.  A.  * * *.” 

Examination,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  130  sacks  of 
the  article  showed  that  the  average  net  weight  of  the  sacks  examined  was  23.7 
pounds. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement,  to  wit,  “ 244  Lbs.,”  borne  on  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  re- 
garding the  said  article,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  statement 
represented  that  each  of  said  sacks  contained  244  pounds  of  the  article,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  each  of  the  said  sacks  contained  244  pounds  of  the 
said  article,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  sacks  did  not  contain 
244  pounds  of  the  article,  but  did  contain  a less  amount.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and 
the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the 
outside  of  the  package. 

On  May  27,  1922,  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  de- 
fendant company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  o#  $25  and  costs. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10878.  Misbranding  of  vegetable  salad  oil  and  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  Reliable 
Importing  Co.,  Inc.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25. 

(F.  & D.  No.  16236.  I.  S.  Nos.  15481-t,  15482-t,  15483-t.) 

On  June  27,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Reliable  Importing  Co.,  Inc.,  a corporation.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Connecticut,  on  or  about  August 
2 and  6,  1921,  respectively,  of  quantities  of  olive  oil,  and  on  or  about  September 
5,  1921,  of  a quantity  of  vegetable  salad  oil,  all  of  which  were  misbranded. 
The  articles  were  labeled  in  part,  respectively : “ Olio  D’Oliva  Puro  Importato 
Imported  Pure  Olive  Oil  Lucca  Vapore-Marina  Italia  Brand  Net  Contents  1 
Gal.”  (or  “1  Quart”);  “ Contadina  Brand  Superior  Qualitv  Oil  Vegetable 
Salad  Oil  * * * Net  Contents  1 Gal.  * ♦ *.” 

Examination  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department 
showed  that  12  cans  of  the  so-called  gallon  size  of  olive  oil  had  an  average 
volume  of  0.964  gallon,  that  12  cans  of  the  so-called  quart  size  of  olive  oil  had 
an  average  volume  of  0.984  quart,  and  that  8 cans  of  the  vegetable  salad  oil 
had  an  average  volume  of  0.965  gallon. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  respective  statements,  to  wit,  “ Net  Contents  1 Gal.”  and  “ Net  Contents 
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1 Quart,”  borne  on  the  cans  containing  the  articles,  regarding  the  said  articles, 
were  false  and  misleading  in  that  they  represented  that  each  of  the  said  cans 
contained  1 gallon  net,  or  1 quart  net,  as  the  case  might  be,  of  the  said  articles, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  the  said  cans  did  not  contain  1 gallon  net 
or  1 quart  net,  as  the  case  might  be,  but  did  contain  a less  amount.  Mis- 
branding was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  articles  were  food  in 
package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicu- 
ously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages. 

On  July  17,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

108T9.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  alimentary  paste.  U.  S.  v.  314 
Cases  of  Alimentary  Paste.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  16359.  I.  S.  Nos.  17040-t, 
.17041— t,  17042— t,  17043— t.  S.  No.  E-3887.) 

On  June  2,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of’  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  314  cases  of  alimentary  paste,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  Baltimore,  Md.,  consigned  on  or  about  May  20,  1922,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  M.  M.  Talkin,  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Virginia  into  the  State  of  Maryland,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  A portion  of  the 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Carton)  “Smith’s  Perfection  Macaroni  * * * 

Net  Weight  16  Ozs.  * * * Guaranteed  * * * to  conform  with  The  U. 
S.  Food  and  Drugs  Act  June  30,  1906.  * * * Serial  No.  14020  * * 
Another  portion  was  labeled  in  part:  (Shipping  case)  “25  Lbs.  Bulk  Net 
Weight  Creamettes  Elbow  Macaroni  * * The  remainder  of  the  ar- 

ticle was  unlabeled. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance. * 

Misbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  a portion  of  the  article  for  the 
reason  that  the  statement.  “ Guaranteed  * * * to  conform  with  The  U.  S. 

Food  and  Drugs  Act.  June  30.  1906  * * * Serial  No.  14020  * * was 

false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  with  respect  to  all  of  the  said  product  for  the  reason  that  it  was  food 
in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicu- 
ously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages,  in  that  it  was  not  correctly  stated 
on  some  of  the  packages  and  not  stated  at  all  on  others.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  with  respect  to  all  the  said  product  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was 
an  imitation  of  and  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another 
article. 

On  July  17,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

lOSSO.  Misbranding’  of  Rawleigh’s  all-medicine  bog  mixture.  U.  S.  v.  24£ 
Dozen  Cans,  et  al,  of  Raxvleigb’s  All-Medicine  Hog  Mixture.  Con- 
sent decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prodnct  released 
under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  12971.  I.  S.  No.  3262-r.  S.  No.  W-620.) 

On  June  24,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  24|  dozen  cans,  6 pounds  each,  94  pails,  25  pounds  each,  34 
pails,  40  pounds  each,  and  4 drums,  100  pounds  each,  of  Rawleigh’s  all-medi- 
cine hog  mixture,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Oakland, 
Calif.,  consigned  by  W.  T.  Rawleigh  Co.,  Freeport,  111.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  from  Freeport,  111.,  between  the  dates  of  October  23,  1918. 
and  April  14,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of 
California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a mixture  of  sodium  thiosul- 
phate, sodium  phosphate,  sodium  bicarbonate,  sodium  sulphate,  sodium  ehlorid, 
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iron  sulphate,  potassium  nitrate,  calcium  carbonate,  sulphur,  charcoal,  buck- 
thorn,  and  ginger. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  following  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of 
the  said  article,  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  cans,  pails,  and  drums  con- 
taining the  same,  and  in  the  accompanying  booklet,  (cans)  “To  Prevent 
Disease.  * * * If  a contagious  disease  is  in  the  neighborhood  feed  regu- 
larly as  long  as  the  contagion  lasts  * * * Even  hogs  so  sick  with  Cholera 

that  they  refused  to  eat  anything  else  have  had  their  appetites  restored  by  it, 
and  have  improved  steadily  until  perfectly  well  * * * Hog  Cholera  and 
Swine  Plague  * * * it  is  recommended  as  especially  useful  to  help  over- 

come and  prevent  these  diseases,  and  has  been  found  helpful  in  restoring  hogs 
to  health  in  many  cases  where  they  gave  practically  every  symptom  of  being 
afflicted  with  one  or  the  other  of  these  diseases  * * * Use  Enough  To  Do 

Some  Good  * * * The  Mixture  should  be  given  regularly  at  least  several 

weeks  to  obtain  appreciable  benefit  * * * Give  it  a trial,  a thorough  test, 

and  you  will  be  unusually  well  pleased  with  the  results  * * * ,”  (pails 

and  drums)  “ Rawleigh’s  All-Medicine  Hog  Mixture  * * * directions  inside 

in  ten  different  languages,”  (booklet,  directions  in  English  and  foreign  lan- 
guages) “To  Prevent  Disease  * * * If  a contagious  disease  is  in  the 

neighborhood  feed  regularly  as  long  as  the  contagion  lasts  * * * Even  hogs 

so  sick  with  cholera  that  they  refused  to  eat  anything  else  have  had  their  ap- 
petites restored  by  it,  and  have  improved  steadily  until  perfectly  well,”  were 
false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  com- 
bination of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  July  25,  1922,  C.  M.  Cooper,  claimant,  having  consented  to  a decree,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant,  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $700,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  product  be 
made  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of 
this  department. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

108S1.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  18  Quarts  and 
11  Half-Gallons,  et  al,  of  Olive  Oil.  Default  decrees  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction  or  sale.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  13964  to 
13969.  incl.  I.  S.  Nos.  6506-t  to  6513-t,  inch  S.  Nos.  E-2891  to  E-2895. 
inch,  E— 2897.) 

On  November  29.  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Con- 
necticut, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels,  and  on  January  13. 
1921,  amendments  to  said  libels,  praying  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  67 
quarts.  29  half-gallons,  and  31  gallons  of  olive  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages,  in  part  at  Danbury,  New  Britain,  Waterbury. 
Norwalk.  Ansonia.  and  Derby,  Conn.,  respectively,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  Poleti.  Coda  & Rebecchi.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  between  the 
dates  of  September  11  and  October  7,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
New  York  into  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  as  amended  for  the 
reason  that  cottonseed  and  soya -bean  oils  had  been  nr'xed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength 
and  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  product  purporting  to  be 
olive  oil. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  labels  on  the 
cans  containing  the  article  bore  certain  statements,  designs,  and  devices  re- 
garding the  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  to 
wit.  “ Olio  La  Viva  Italia  Brand  (Design)  Superior  in  quality,  economy  and 
flavor  to  Olive  Oil  Fine  Edible  Salad  Oil  Blended  with  Pure  Olive  Oil — A 
Compound  Packed  in  New  York.  Net  Contents  1 Quart  * * * ” (or  “ $ 
Gallon”)  (or  “1  Gallon”),  which  were  so  arranged  as  to  type  and  location  as 
to  be  false  and  misleading  and  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that 
they  were  and  were  intended  to  be  of  such  a character  as  to  induce  the  pur- 
chaser to  believe  that  the  said  article  was  olive  oil,  when,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  not.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
nrticle  was  an  imitation  of  and  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive 
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name  of  another  article,  to  wit,  olive  oil,,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it 
was  food  in  package  'form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  not  plainly  and 
conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages  since  the  statements  made 
thereon  were  not  correct. 

On  October  10,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ments of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal,  or  destroyed  if 
such  sale  could  not  be  speedily  effected. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S82.  Misbranding  of  999  nerve  tonic.  U.  S.  v.  10  Boxes  of  999  Nerve 
Tonic.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeit u re.  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  14890.  I.  S.  No.  8059-t.  S.  No.  E-3350.) 

On  May  3,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  10  boxes  of  999  nerve  tonic,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  Trenton.  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Combina- 
tion Remedy  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  on  or  about  April  10,  1921,' and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  charging 
misbranding  In  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  capsules  containing  phosphorus  and  ex- 
tracts of  mix  vomica  and  damiana. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  In  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  statements  on  the  label  of  the  box  containing  the  said  article, 
to  wit,  “ * * * Nerve  Tonic  * * * the  best  possible  remedy  for  nervous 

disorder  and  lost  vitality,  no  matter  from  what  cause,”  were  false  and  fraudu- 
lent in  that  the  said  statements  were  applied  to  the  said  article  so  as  to 
represent  falsely  and  fraudulently  to  purchasers  thereof  and  create  in  the 
minds  of  such  purchasers  the  impression  and  belief  that  it  possessed  the 
curative  and  therapeutic  qualities  claimed,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it 
contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing 
the  effects  claimed. 

On  February  9,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10SS3.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  tuna  fish.  U.  S.  v.  Henry  L.  Staf- 
ford, Herbert  S.  Stafford,  and  Albert  Wedum  (Tbe  Stafford  Pack- 
ing Co.).  Pleas  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  14940.  I.  S.  Nos. 

1-r,  13994-r.) 

On  September  20,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  Henry  L.  Stafford.  Herbert  S.  Stafford,  and  Albert  Wedum,  trading 
as  the  Stafford  Packing  Co.,  Wilmington.  Calif.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  October  28, 
1919,  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  a quantity 
of  canned  tuna  fish  which  was  adulterated-  and  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “De  Luxe  Brand  Striped  California  Tuna  * * * 
Packed  by  Stafford  Packing  Co.  Wilmington,  Cal.” 

Examination  of  the  consignment  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  a large  number  of  the  cans  contained  Boima. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  Bonita  fish  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith,  so  as  to  lower  and 
reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  California  striped  tuna  fish  which  the  said  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Cali- 
fornia Striped  Tuna,”  borne  on  the  label  attached  to  the  cans  containing  the 
article,  regarding  the  said  article,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said 
statement  represented  that  the  article  consisted  wholly  of  California  striped 
tuna  fish,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid,  so  as 
to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  consisted  wholly 
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of  California  striped  tuna  fish,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  so  con- 
sist, but  did  consist  in  part  of  Bonita  fish.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  article  was  a product  composed  in  part  of  Bonita  fish, 
and  was  offered  for  sale  and  sold  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article, 
to  wit,  California  striped  tuna. 

On  June  12,  1922,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

C.  F.  Marvin.  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10884.  Misbranding'  of  Giepsi  Vemela.  U.  S.  v.  10  Small  Bottles  and  11 
Large  Bottles  of  Giepsi  Vemela.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeitnre,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  14946.  I.  S.  Nos.. 
10796— t,  10797— t.  S.  No.  C-3002.) 

On  June  16,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  10  small  bottles  and  11  large  bottles  of  Giepsi  Vemela,  re- 
maining in  the  original  packages  at  El  Paso,  Texas,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  the  Giepsi  Vemela  Co.,  Douglas,  Ariz.,  on  or  about  Novem- 
ber 20,  1920  (in  part,  May  20,  1920),  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Arizona 
into  the  State  of  Texas,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food, 
and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consisted  of  plant  extractives,  sugar,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements  appeared  on  the  cartons  and  bottles  con- 
taining the  article  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  (cartons,  English  and 
Spanish)  “ * * * for  the  tuberculosis,  colds,  coughs,  anemia  and  general 

debility,’'  (bottles,  English  and  Spanish)  “ * * * It  is  recommended  for 

tuberculosis,  colds,  coughs,  anemia  and  general  debility  * * * In  serious 

cases,”  (circular,  English)  “Giepsi  Vemela  * * * excellent  results 

* * * obtained  in  the  treatment  of  all  impurities  of  the  blood  * * * 

and  for  the  results  that  have  been  obtained  in  the  treatment  of  tuberculosis. 

* * * For  the  impurities  of  the  blood,  such  as  pimples,  tumors,  fistula, 

swelling  of  the  feet,  ankles  and  legs,  and  irritation  of  the  blood.  * * * 
For  coughs,  colds,  bronchitis,  whooping  cough,  sore  throat  * * * If 

* * * you  want  your  body  to  be  strong  to  stand  the  effects  of  cold  weather, 

we  recommend  you  to  take  one  or  two  bottles  and  you  will  be  surprised  to 
see  how  well  it  wfill  build  you  up.  For  disorders  and  sickness  of  the  stomach 

* * * For  anemia,  tuberculosis  and  general  debility  * * * tuberculosis 

of  the  stomach  and  Bowels  * * * my  stomach  was  so  badly  infected  that 

I could  not  eat  * * * Since  I have  been  taking  this  Giepsi  Vemela  I can 

eat  any  kind  of  food,  and  can  do  a man’s  work,  before  taking  it  I could  not.. 

* * * Giepsi  Vemela  has  cured  me  * * * This  medicine  is  not  only 

a good  medicine  for  Tuberculosis  but  for  coughs  and  colds,  and  weak  stomach, 
and  lungs,”  (circular,  Spanish)  “The  Specific  ‘Giepsi  Vemela’  Is  today  recog- 
nized among  the  most  highly  estimated  remedies  by  the  excellent  results  it  has 
demonstrated  in  the  treatment  of  diseases  of  the  blood  * * * ; also  for 

the  results  which  have  been  demonstrated  in  the  treatment  of  Phthisis,  even 
in  the  third  period.  * * * impurities  of  the  blood  which  are  manifested  in 

the  following  forms:  Pimples,  Tumors,  Ulcers  in  the  Throat  or  Nose,  swellings 
which  Appear  without  Cause,  Irritations  of  the  Skin  and  Lockjaw.  This 
medicine  is  recommended  especially  for  Anemia,  Catarrh,  Colds,  Bronchitis, 
Coughs  and  Whooping  Cough,  Sore  Throat  and  Hoarseness,  for  Diseases  of 
the  Stomach  such  as  Colic,  Sick  Stomach,  General  Debility,  Diarrhea  and 
Cramps  * * * Tuberculosis,  Bronchitis,  Catarrhal  Colds,  Coughs  and 

Whooping  Cough,  Sore  Throat  and  Hoarseness,  Tumors,  Fistulas,  Swellings, 
Lockjaw,  Blackheads  * * * For  disease  of  the  stomach,  such  as  sick 

stomach,  colic,  general  debility,  diarrhea  and  cramps  * * * In  serious 

cases  * * * I suffered  with  a cough  for  ten  years  * * * A bottle  of 

* Giepsi  Vemela  ’ * * * completely  restored  my  health.  * * * as  a 

result  of  pneumonia  I had  suffered  a serious  complication  of  the  stomach 
called  tuberculosis  of  the  large  intestine.  My  brother  came  to  visit  me,  bring- 
ing a bottle  of  Giepsi  Vemela.  * * * Having  taken  the  first  bottle  I felt 

much  better.  I took  three  more  and  * * * am  today  completely  restored, 

therefore  I recommend  it  as  a marvel  * * * For  more  than  a year  I 
suffered  with  a violent  cough  * * * Finally  ‘ Giepsi  Vemela  ’ was  recom- 
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mended  of  which  I took  only  two  bottles.  Today  I am  entirely  well,”  which 
said  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  said 
article  were  false  and  fraudulent  for  the  reason  that  it  contained  no  ingredient 
or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed.  Mis- 
branding was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement  appearing  in 
the  said  circular,  written  in  Spanish,  to  wit,  “ The  Specific  ‘ Giepsi  Vemela  ’ 
before  offered  to  the  public  was  made  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
law  of  the  United  States  of  America,  which  will  serve  to  increase  the  faith 
and  confidence  of  those  patients  who  may  use  this  medicine,”  was  false  and 
misleading. 

On  October  4,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10885.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  . v.  14  Cans  of 
Olive  Oil.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre,  and  sale 
or  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  15031.  I.  S.  No.  6609-t.  S.  No.  E-3371.) 

On  June  8,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  14  cans  of  olive  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Waterbury,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Pan-Italian 
Commission  [Commercial]  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  April  1,  1921, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and 
charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Montone  Brand  * * * Pure  Italian 

Olive  Oil  Extra  Virgin  * * *.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  peanut  oil  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce 
and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had  been  sub- 
stituted wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that 
it  had  been  mixed  in  a manner  whereby  damage  and  inferiority  were  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  labels  of  the 
cans  containing  the  article  bore  the  following  statements,  designs,  words,  and 
devices,  “ Olio  Di  Oliva  Di  Qualita  Extra  superiore  Garentito  Sotto  Analisi 
Chimica  Net  Contents  One  Gallon  * * * Pure  Italian  Olive  Oil  Extra 

Virgin  ” and  a design  showing  olive  pickers,  which  said  statements,  designs, 
devices,  and  words  were  intended  to  be  of  such  a character  as  to  induce  the 
purchaser  to  believe  that  the  said  product  was  olive  oil,  when,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  not.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  an  imitation  of  and  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of 
another  article,  to  wit,  olive  oil. 

On  September  16,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal,  or  destroyed  if 
such  sale  could  not  be  speedily  effected. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10886.  Misbranding  of  olive  oil  and  salad  oil.  U.  S.  v.  37  Cans  and  6 Cans 
of  Olive  Oil  and  40  Cans  of  Salad  Oil.  Default  decrees  of  con- 
demnation, forfeitnre,  and  sale  or  destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  15100, 
15101,  15102.  I.  S.  Nos.  7 002— t,  7003-t,  6699-t.  S.  Nos.  E-3400,  E-3402.) 

On  June  29,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  37  quart  cans  and  6 gallon  cans  of  olive  oil  and  40  gallon  cans 
of  salad  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Greenwich, 
Stamford,  and  Waterbury,  Conn.,  respectively,  alleging  that  the  articles  had 
been  shipped  by  the  Southern  Importing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about 
May  4,  May  5,  and  May  14,  1921,  respectively,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  charging  misbranding  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  olive  oil  was  labeled  in 
part : “ Sico  Brand  Extra  Fine  Olive  Oil  * * * Packed  by  Southern  Im- 

porting Co.,  n.  Y.  * * * 1 Quart  Net”  (or  “1  Gallon  Net”).  The  salad 
oil  was  labeled  in  part : “ 11  Famoso  Olio  per  Insalata  Medaglie  Universali 
Cotton  Salad  Oil  1 Gallon  Net.” 
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Misbranding  of  tbe  articles  was- alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  cans  containing  the  same  each  bore  a certain  statement,  to  wit, 
“One  Quart  Net”  or  “One  Gallon  Net,”  as  the  case  might  be,  which  said 
statement  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 
Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  articles  were  food  in 
package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicu- 
ously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages. 

On  September  16  and  October  5,  1921,  respectively,  no  claimant  having  ap- 
peared for  the  property,  judgments  of  .condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  en- 
tered, and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  products  be  sold  by  the  United 
States  marshal,  or  destroyed  if  such  sale  could  not  be  speedily  effected. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10887.  Adulteration  and  misbranding;  of  cumin  seed.  U.  S.  v.  2 Barrels  of 
Cumin  Seed.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  fox-feiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  15416.  I.  S.  No.  905-t.  S.  No.  C-3263.) 

On  October  6.  1921,  the  United  States*  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  D'strict 
Court  of  the  Un'ted  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and,  con- 
demnation of  2 barrels  of  cumin  seed,  returned  by  the  original  consignee,  Sep- 
tember 16,  1921,  and  remaining  unsold  in  possession  of  the  Heekin  Co.,  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Indianapolis.  Ind., 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charg- 
ing adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  sand 
and  grit  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  in  part  for  the  said 
article. 

M sbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  offered  for  sale 
under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article,  to  wit,  cumin  seed. 

On  January  28.  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10888.  Misbraudinj?  of  molasses.  U.  S.  a-.  Alexander  Molasses  Co.,  a Corpo- 
ration. Plea  of  anilty.  Pine,  $200  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  15443. 
I.  S.  Nos.  10852— t,  10853— t.) 

On  January  14,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Alexander  Molasses  Co.,  a corporation,  trading  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  or  about  October  4,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Califor- 
nia, of  quantities  of  molasses  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Dove  Brand  * * * Molasses  No.  5 Can.  Contains  4 Lbs.  10  Oz. 
Avcl.”  (or  “No.  10  Can  Contains  9 Lbs.  3 Oz.  Avd.”)  “Alexander  Molasses 
Company  General  Offices,  Chicago.” 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  art'cle  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  average  net  weight  of  100  of  the  small  cans  was 
4 pounds  7.4S  ounces,  and  that  the  average  net  weight  of  70  of  the  large  cans 
was  8 pounds  7.29  ounces. 

M sbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit.  “Contains  9 Lbs.  3 Oz.  Avd.”  and 
“ Contains  4 Lbs.  10  Oz.  Avd..”  borne  on  the  labels  attached  to  the  respective- 
sized cans  containing  the  article,  regarding  the  said  article,  were  false  and 
misleading  in  that  the  said  statements  represented  that  each  of  the  said  cans 
contained  not  less  than  9 pounds  3 ounces  or  4 pounds  10  ounces,  as  the  case 
might  be,  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as 
aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  each 
of  the  said  cans  contained  9 pounds  3 ounces  or  4 pounds  10  ounces,  as  the  case 
might  be,  of  the  said  article,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  cans 
did  contain  less  of  the  said  article  than  the  amount  stated  on  the  said  labels. 
Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in 
package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicu- 
ously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  said  packages. 

On  June  30.  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $200  and  costs. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10SS9.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  canned  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  750 
Cans  (Cases)  of  Tomatoes.  Decree  ordering*  release  of  tlie  prod- 
uct. (F.  & D.  No.  16164.  I.  S.  No.  18242-t.  S.  No.  C-2916.) 

On  May  5,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  750  cans  (cases)  of  tomatoes,  consigned  on  or  about  February  1,  1922, 
remaining  in  the  original  cans  at  Terrell,  Texas,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  by  ft.  G.  Layman  & Sons,  Cloverdale,  Va.,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Virginia  into  the  State  of  Texas,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  “ Springdale  Brand  Hand  Packed  Tomatoes  * * * Packed  by  R. 
G.  Layman  & Sons  Cloverdale,  Va.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said 
article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  mixed  in  a manner  whereby  dam- 
age or  inferiority  was  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  “ To- 
matoes,” appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  cans  containing  the  article,  was  false 
and  misleading,  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of  and  offered 
for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 

On  July  25,  1922,  R.  G.  Layman  & Sons,  Cloverdale,  Va.,  claimant,  having 
relabeled  the  product  so  that  the  statement  “ Whole  Ripe  Tomatoes  Packed  in 
Water  ” appeared,  in  addition  to  the  labeling  theretofore  placed  on  the  said 
cans,  and  the  court  having  taken  notice  of  an  error  in  the  libel  and  having  de- 
termined that  the  said  libel  should  have  been  brought  against  750  cases  of  the 
article  instead  of  750  cans,  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  re- 
leased to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10890.  Misbranding  of  horse  and  mule  feed  and  molasses  feed.  U.  S.  v. 

Milam -Morgan  Co.,  Ltd.,  a Corporation.  Pleas  of  guilty.  Fines, 
$40.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  13161,  15062.  I.  S.  Nos.  600-r,  11177-r,  11982-t, 

13304— t.) 

On  November  27,  1920,  and  October  4,  1921,  respectively,  the  United  States 
attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Louisiana,  acting  upon  reports  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
said  district  tw;o  informations  against  the  Milam-Morgan  Co.,  Ltd.,  a corpora- 
tion, New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  April  24  and  June  1,  1920,  and  February  24, 
1921,  respectively,  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into,  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and 
on  or  about  October  24,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into  the  State 
of  Georgia,  of  quantities  of  horse  and  mule  feed  and  molasses  feed  which 
were  misbranded.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part,  variously : “ * * * 

Suwanee  Horse  and  Mule  Feed  Manufactured  by  Milam-Morgan  Co.,  Ltd. 
New  Orleans,  La.  * * * “ * * * Primo  Molasses  Feed  Manufactured 

by  Milam-Morgan  Co.,  Ltd.,  New  Orleans,  La.  * * * ; ” “ Georgia  * * * 
My-T-Good  Horse  and  Mule  Feed  Manufactured  by  Milam-Morgan  Co.,  Ltd. 
New  Orleans,  La.  * * * ; ” and  “ * * * Bay  Mule  Molasses  Feed  Manu- 
factured by  Milam-Morgan  Co.,  Ltd.  New  Orleans,  La.  * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  Suwanee  brand,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of 
this  department,  showed  that  it  contained  6.78  per  cent  of  protein.  Examina- 
tion of  said  article  showed  that  it  contained  corn,  oats,  alfalfa,  oat  hulls,  and 
oat  starch,  probably  from  oat  feed,  rice  bran  which  appeared  to  contain  an 
excessive  amount  of  rice  hulls,  and  peanut  shells,  with  possibly  a little  peanut 
meal,  and  that  it  did  not  contain  cottonseed  meal  or  velvet  bean  meal.  Analysis 
of  a sample  of  the  Primo  brand,  by  said  bureau,  showed  that  it  contained 
1.53  per  cent  of  fat  and  7.16  per  cent  of  protein.  Examination  of  said  article 
showed  that  it  contained  corn,  oats,  alfalfa,  a trace  of  rice  bran,  and  a con- 
siderable amount  of  rice  hulls,  and  some  grass  tissues  which  were  either  a con- 
tamination or  an  adulteration  of  the  alfalfa.  Analysis  of  a sample  of  the 
My-T-Good  brand,  by  said  bureau,  showed  that  it  contained  7.09  per  cent  of 
protein.  Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  Bay  Mule  brand,  by  said  bureau,  showed 
that  it  contained  6.71  per  cent  of  protein  and  20.50  per  cent  of  fiber.  Examina- 
tion of  said  article  showed  that  it  contained  corn,  oats,  alfalfa,  rice  bran  which 
appeared  to  contain  an  excess  of  rice  hulls,  a little  kafir  or  milo,  a small  amount 


494 


BUREAU  OF  CHEMISTRY. 


[ Supplement  148, 


of  cottonseed  hulls,  and  a considerable  amount  of  peanut  shells.  No  oat  feed 
or  cottonseed  meal  was  found. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  informations  for 
the  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit,  “ Guaranteed  Analysis  Protein  9.00  per 
cent”  and  “Made  from  Corn,  Oats,  Rice-Bran  C.  S.  Meal  or  Velvet  Bean  Meal, 
Alfalfa  Meal,  Oat  Feed  (Oat  Hulls,  Oat  Shorts,  Oat  Middlings),  Molasses, 
Salt,”  with  respect  to  the  Suwanee  brand,  the  statements,  to  wit,  “ Guaranteed 
Analysis.  Fat  2.00  per  cent  Protein  9.00  per  cent  ” and  “ Containing  Corn,  Oats, 
Alfalfa,  Cane  Molasses,  Salt,”  with  respect  to  the  Primo  brand,  the  statement, 
to  wit,  “ Guaranteed  Analysis.  Protein  9.00  per  cent,”  with  respect  to  the 
My-T-Good  brand,  and  the  statements,  to  wit,  “ Guaranteed  Analysis.  Protein 
9.00  per  cent  Fibre  15.00  per  cent  ” and  “ Containing  Corn,  Oats,  Alfalfa,  Cotton- 
seed Meal,  Oat  Feed  (Oat  Hulls,  Oat  Middlings,  Oat  Shorts),  Rice  Bran,  Cane 
Molasses,  Salt,”  with  respect  to  the  Bay  Mule  brand,  borne  on  the  tags  attached  to 
the  sacks  containing  the  respective  articles,  regarding  the  said  articles  and  the 
ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  were  false  and  misleading  in  that 
the  said  statements  represented  that  the  articles  each  contained  not  less  than 
9 per  cent  of  protein  and  that  the  Primo  brand  contained  2 per  cent  of  fat  and 
the  Bay  Mule  brand  contained  not  more  than  15  per  cent  of  fiber,  and  that  the 
articles  consisted  wholly  of  the  ingredients  appearing  in  said  statements,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  articles  were  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  they  each  contained  9 
per  cent  of  protein,  that  the  Primo  brand  contained  2 per  cent  of  fat,  that  the 
Bay  Mule  brand  contained  not  more  than  15  per  cent  of  fiber,  and  that  they 
consisted  wholly  of  the  ingredients  appearing  in  the  said  statements,  whereas, 
in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  Suwanee  brand  did  contain  less  than  9 per  cent  of 
protein,  to  wit,  6.78  per  cent,  and  was  not  composed  only  of  corn,  oats,  rice 
bran,  cottonseed  meal,  or  velvet  bean  meal,  alfalfa  meal,  oat  feed,  oat  hulls, 
oat  shorts,  oat  middlings,  molasses,  and  salt,  but  did  contain  peanut  shells  and 
did  not  contain  any  cottonseed  meal  or  velvet  bean  meal,  the  Primo  brand  did 
contain  less  than  2 per  cent  of  fat  and  less  than  9 per  cent  of  protein,  to  wit, 
1.53  per  cent  of  fat,  and  7.16  per  cent  of  protein,  and  did  not  consist  wholly 
of  corn,  oats,  alfalfa,  cane  molasses,  and  salt,  but  did  consist  in  part  of  rice 
hulls,  the  My-T-Good  brand  did  contain  less  than  9 per  cent  of  protein,  to  wit, 
7.09  per  cent,  and  the  Bay  Mule  brand  did  contain  less  than  9 per  cent  of  pro- 
tein, to  wit,  6.71  per  cent,  and  did  contain  more  than  15  per  cent  of  fiber,  to 
wit,  20.50  per  cent,  and  did  not  consist  wholly  of  corn,  oats,  alfalfa,  cottonseed 
meal,  oat  feed  (oat  hulls,  oat  middlings,  oat  shorts),  rice  bran,  cane  molasses, 
and  salt,  but  did  consist  in  part  of  peanut  shells,  and  contained  no  oat  feed. 

On  December  6,  1921,  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  informations  were  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  fines  in  the  aggregate 
amount  of  $40. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10891.  Adulteration,  and  misbranding  of  vinegar.  U.  S.  v.  4£  Barrels  of 
Vinegar.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  13829.  I.  S.  No.  3465-t.  S.  No.  C-2564.) 

On  October  29,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Wisconsin,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  barrels  of  vinegar,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Grantsburg,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  Barrett  & Co.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  on  or  about  August  26,  1920, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  Wisconsin, 
and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
act,  as  amended. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  dis- 
tilled vinegar  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower 
and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  maize  sugar  fermented  vinegar.  Adulteration  was  al- 
leged for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  artificially  colored  with 
caramel  in  such  a manner  as  to  conceal  the  inferiority  of  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  barrels  con- 
taining the  article  were  labeled  “Barrett  & Company  Maize  Sugar  Fermented 
Vinegar,  Always  Good  Reduced  to  4*%  Acetic  Strength  * * * Minneapolis, 
Minn.,”  which  statements  regarding  the  said  article  were  false  and  misleading 
and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the 
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further  reason  that  the  article  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name 
of  another  article,  to  wit,  maize  sugar  fermented  vinegar,  and  for  the  further 
reason  that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was 
not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages. 

On  May  22,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10892.  Misbranding  of  Allan’s  compound  extract  of  damiana.  U.  S.  v.  8 
Bottles,  et  al,  of  Allan’s  Componntl  Extract  of  Damiana.  Default 
decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre,  and  desti'nction.  (F.  & D. 

Nos.  14989,  14990,  15076.  S.  Nos.  C-3078,  C-3079,  C-3081.) 

On  July  18,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  8 bottles,  12  bottles,  and  49  bottles  of  Allan’s  compound 
extract  of  damiana,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Terry, 
Utica,  and  Jackson,  Miss.,  respectively,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  or  about  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1918,  and  July  13  and  August  7,  1920,  respectively,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and  charging  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Carton  and  bottle)  * * A Tonic  For  Both  Sex  * * * 
(carton)  “ * * * Nerve  and  Brain  Remedy  * * * For  Hysteria,  Dizziness, 
Convulsions,  Nervous  Prostration  *•  * * General  Weakness  * * * In  Nervous 
Debility.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  extracts  of  plant  drugs,  including  nux 
vomica,  sugar,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  thera- 
peutic effect  thereof,  appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  bottles  and  cartons  con- 
taining the  said  article,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article  had 
not  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  so  claimed  in  the  said  statements  and 
contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing 
such  effect.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article 
failed  to  bear  on  the  label  of  the  carton  and  bottle  a statement  of  the  quantity 
or  proportion  of  alcohol  it  contained.  , . , 

On  November  7,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ments of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Ml «bran dins'  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  2 Cases  and  8 Cans  of  Olive  Oil. 
Default  decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  i and  sale  or  de^ str ac- 
tion. (F.  & D.  Nos.  15079,  15080.  I.  S.  Nos.  6678-t,  6679-t.  S.  No. 
E— 3390.) 

On  June  22,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  m the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
2 cases  and  8 cans  of  olive  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  Pack- 
ages at  Waterbury,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  by  C. 
Buonocore  & Son.  New  York,  N.  Y„  on  or  about  May  5,  1921,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  charging  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Roma  Brand  Puro  Olio  d’Oliva  II  Campidoglio  (Roma)  C. 

BMh°bra1n(lfngSof  tlie^Ucle  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the  reason 
that  the  labels  of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article  bore  a certain  statement, 
to  wit,  “ One  Gallon,”  which  said  statement  was  false  and  misleading  and  de- 
ceived and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  con- 
tents was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  September  16,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ments of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal,  or  destroyed 
such  sale  could  not  be  speedily  effected. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10894.  Misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  46  Cases,  et  al,  of  Olive  Oil.  Con- 
sent decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeitnre  with  respect  to  a 
portion  of  tbe  prodnct  and  orders  entered  for  its  release  nnder 
bond.  Defanlt  decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  sale  or 
destruction  witb  respect  to  remainder.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  15336,  15370, 
15485,  15528.  I.  S.  Nos.  7041-t,  7042-t,  7044-t,  7046-t,  5452-t,  5453-t, 
5454— t,  15484— t.  S.  Nos.  E-3546,  E-3550,  E-3592,  E-3600.) 

On  August  16,  October  1,  and  October  5,  1921,  respectively,  tbe  United  States 
attorney  for  tbe  District  of  Connecticut,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district 
libels  praying  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  46  cases  (12  gallon  cans  each), 
117  gallon  cans,  30  half-gallon  cans,  and  132  quart  cans  of  olive  oil,  remaining 
unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  in  various  amounts  at  Waterbury, 
Stafford  Springs,  Danbury,  and  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  respectively,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  Poleti  & Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  between  the  dates  of 
May  19  and  July  23,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Mariani  Pure  Olive 
Oil  * * *.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the  reason 
that  the  respective  cans  containing  the  said  article  bore  the  following  state- 
ments, “ Contains  One  Gallon  Full  Measure,”  “ Contains  Half  Gallon  Full  Meas- 
ure,” “ Contains  One  Quart  Full  Measure,”  “ One  Gallon,”  “ Half-Gallon,”  or 
“ One  Quart,”  as  the  case  might  be,  which  statements  were  false  and  misleading 
and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  con- 
tents was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  said 
packages. 

On  November  8 and  December  13,  1921,  respectively,  Poleti  & Co.,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  having  entered  an  appearance  as  claimant  for  46  cases,  6 gallons, 
and  57  quarts  of  the  product  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judg- 
ments of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  said  portion  be  released  to  the  claimant  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate  sum  of 
$2,863,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act.  On  January  10,  1922,  no  claim- 
ant having  appeared  for  the  remainder  of  the  product,  judgments  of  condem- 
nation and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
said  portion  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal,  or  destroyed  if  such  sale 
could  not  be  speedily  effected. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10895.  Misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  9 Cans  of  Compound  Corn  Salad 
Oil  and  Olive  Oil.  Defanlt  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre, 
and  sale  or  destrnction.  (F.  & D.  No.  15372.  I.  S.  No.  7043— t.  S.  No. 
E— 3554.) 

On  or  about  August  22,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Connecticut,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  9 gallon  cans  of  compound  corn  salad  oil  and  olive  oil,  re- 
maining unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Crisafulli  Bros.,  New  York.,  N.  Y.,  on  or 
about  July  19,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  labels  of  the  cans  containing  the  article  bore  the  following  statements, 
“ Finest  Quality  Table  Oil  La  Migliore  Brand  Insuperabile  Corn  salad  oil  com- 
pound with  Extra  Fine  Olive  Oil  Net  Contents  One  Gallon  Packed  in  U.  S. 
A.  * * which  said  statements  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived 

and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  September  16,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal,  or  destroyed  if 
such  sale  could  not  be  speedily  effected. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10896.  Misbranding  of  corn  feed  meal.  U.  S.  v.  Grain  Belt  Mills  Co.,  a 
Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $10  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No. 
15583.  I.  S.  No.  12782— t.) 

On  February  15,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Grain  Belt  Mills  Co.,  a corporation,  South  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
February  5,  1921,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Texas,  of  a 
quantity  of  corn  feed  meal  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  ‘TOO  Lbs.  Net  Corn  Feed  Meal  Grain  Belt  Mills  Co.  South  St.  Joseph 
Missouri.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  7.44  per  cent  of  protein  and  1.92  per  cent 
of  fat. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Analysis  Protein,  9J%  ; Fat,  3i%,”  borne  on  the  tags 
attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regarding  the  said  article  and  the 
ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false  and  misleading  in 
that  the  said  statement  represented  that  the  article  contained  not  less  than  9i 
per  cent  of  protein  and  not  less  than  3|  per  cent  of  fat,  and  for  the  further 
reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  it  contained  not  less  than  9i  per  cent  of  protein  and 
not  less  than  31  per  cent  of  fat,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  contain 
less  than  91  per  cent  of  protein  and  less  than  31  per  cent  of  fat,  to  wit,  7.44 
per  cent  of  protein  and  1.92  per  cent  of  fat. 

On  March  8,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10897.  Adulteration  of  sliell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  Jim  Moss.  Plea  of  guilty. 
Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  15585.  I.  S.  No.  204-t.) 

On  January  21,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Jim  Moss,  Cunningham,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  August  24,  1921,  from  the  State  of  Ken- 
tucky into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were  adulter- 
ated. 

Examination  of  2,160  eggs  from  the  consignment,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry 
of  this  department,  showed  that  139,  or  6.4  per  cent  of  those  examined,  were  in- 
edible eggs,  consisting  of  black  rots,  mixed  or  white  rots,  moldy,  spot  rots,  blood 
rings,  heavy,  and  eggs  stuck  to  the  shell. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal 
substance. 

On  April  17,  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10S98.  Misbranding  of  san-m ethyl  capsules.  U.  S.  v.  1 Dozen  Boxes  of 
San- Methyl  Capsules.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeit- 
ure, and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  15793.  S.  No.  E-3821.) 

On  March  23,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1 dozen  boxes  of  san-methyl  capsules,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
unbroken  packages  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  consigned  November  25,  1921,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Grape  Capsule  Co.,  Allentown,  Pa.,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  capsules  contained  methylene  blue,  salol,  santal  oil, 
and  cinnamon. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effect  of  the  said  article,  appearing  on  the  label  of  the  package  containing  the 
same,  “*  * * For  gonorrhea,  gonorrheal  rheumatism,  gleet  and  urethral 
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diseases  generally,”  were  false  and  fraudulent,  since  tlie  said  article  did  not 
contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
effects  claimed  for  it. 

On  April  20,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10899.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  George  W.  Grant.  Plea  of 
guilty.  Pine,  $50  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  16025.  I.  S.  No.  1039-t.) 

On  April  29,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Oklahoma,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
George  W.  Grant,  Miami,  Okla.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  July  7,  1921,  from  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were 
adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ * * * From  G.  W.  Grant 

* * * Miami,  Okla.” 

Examination,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  900  eggs 
from  the  consignment  showed  that  64,  or  7.1  per  cent  of  those  examined,  were 
inedible  eggs,  consisting  of  black  rots,  mixed  or  white  rots,  moldy  stuck,  spot 
rots,  and  blood  rings. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  July  31,  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10900.  Misbranding  of  cottonseed  cake.  U.  S.  v.  Houston  County  Oil  Mill 
&.  Mfg.  Co.,  :i  Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50  and  costs. 

(F.  & D.  No.  14501.  I.  S.  No.  24805-r.) 

On  June  8,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Houston  County  Oil  Mill  & Mfg.  Co.,  a corporation,  Crockett,  Texas,  alleg- 
ing shipment  by  said  company  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended,  on  or  about  January  2,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State 
of  Kansas,  of  a quantity  of  cottonseed  cake,  in  unlabeled  sacks,  which  was 
misbranded. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  February  15,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and 
costs. 


C.  F.  Marvin,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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Alimentary  paste,  macaroni  : 

Talkin,  M.  M 10879 

Allan’s  damiana  extract : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10892 

Blood  pills  : 

Lovett  Medicine  Co 10869 


purifier : 

Asheville  Medicine  Co 10854 

Butter : 

Montrose  Cooperative  Cream- 
ery  10859 

Catsup.  See  Tomato  catsup. 

Cordial,  grape  : 

Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co 10852 

Corn  feed  meal.  See  Feed. 

Cottonseed  cake.  See  Feed, 
meal.  See  Feed, 
oil.  See  Oil. 

Cow  remedy : 

Pratt  Food  Co 10863 

Cumin  seed  : 

10887 


Damiana  extract : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10892 

Dupree’s  specific  pills : 

United  Drug  Exchange 10867 

Egg  powder  : 

Lowe,  Joe,  Co 10866 


Eggs  : 

Carson,  M.  N 10865 

Grant,  G.  W 10899 

Moss,  Jim 10897 

Feed,  corn  meal : 

Grain  Belt  Mills  Co 10896 

cottonseed  cake  : 

Houston  County  Oil  Mill  & 

Mfg.  Co 10900 

cottonseed  meal : 

Thorndale  Oil  Mill 10861 

mixed  : 

Milam-Morgan  Co 10890 

molasses : 

Milam-Morgan  Co 10890 

Fish,  salmon  : 

Lowman  Co 10856 

tuna  : 

Stafford  Packing  Co 10883 

White  Star  Canning  Co 10860 


Flour  : 


Kansas  Flour  Mills  Co 10877 

French  specific  pills  : 

United  Drug  Exchange 10867 

Garren’s  blood  purifier  : 

Asheville  Medicine  Co 10854 

Giepsi  Vemela  : 

Giepsi  Vemela  Co 10884 

Gold  Medal  sexual  pills : 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 10864 

Grape  cordial.  See  Cordial. 

Hog  mixture : 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Co 10880 

Lovett’s  pills : 

Lovett  Medicine  Co 10869 


Macaroni.  See  Alimentary  paste. 
Mineral  water.  See  Water. 

Mixed  feed.  See  Feed. 


Molasses  : 

Alexander  Molasses  Co 10888 

feed.  See  Feed. 

Nerve  tonic : 

Combination  Remedy  Co 10882 

999  nerve  tonic  : 

Combination  Remedy  Co 10882 

Oil,  cottonseed : 

Southern  Importing  Co 10886 

olive : 

Buonocore,  C.,  & Son 10893 

Crisafulli  Bros 10895 

Deligiannis  Bros 10857 

Greek  Products  Importing  Co_  10876 

Littauer  Oil  Co 10873 

Pan-Italian  Commercial  Co — 10885 

Poleti  & Co 10894 

Poleti,  Coda,  & Rebecchi 10881 

Reliable  Importing  Co 10878 

Sari,  Ferdinando 10868 

Southern  Importing  Co 10886 

vegetable ; 

Reliable  Importing  Co 10878 


Olive  oil.  See  Oil. 

Pepper  relish : 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Piccalilli : 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Pickles  : 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co — 10874 


XT  XU  XX XIX Li ^ , 

Consumers  Supply  Co_, 10870 

Wolverine  Spice  Co 10871 

Pratts  cow  remedy  : 

Pratt  Food  Co 10863 

Rawleigh’s  hog  mixture : 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Co 10880 

Saccharin  : 

Sethness  Co ' 10855 

Salad  dressing : 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Salmon.  See  Fish. 

San-methyl  capsules  : 

Grape  Capsule  Co 10898 

Savanol : 

Steyh,  G.  P 10872 

Sexual  pills  : 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 10864 

Specific  pills  : 

United  Drug  Exchange 10867 

Tea  : 

Bohea  Importing  Co 10858 

Thousand  Island  dressing : 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Tomato  catsup  : 

Polk,  J.  T.,  Co 10853,  10862 

sauce : 

Polk,  J.  T.,  Co 10851 

Tomatoes,  canned  : 

Layman,  R.  G.,  & Sons 10889 

Tuna  fish.  See  Fish. 

Vegetable  oil.  See  Oil. 

Vinegar : 

Barrett  & Co 10891 

Water,  mineral : 

Excelsior  Springs  Mineral 

Water  & Bottling  Co 10875 
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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 


[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

10901.  Misbramling  of  gonno  specific.  U.  S.  v.  16  Boxes  of  Drags.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  destroyed.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  14590.  S.  No.  E-3164.) 

On  March  9,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  16  boxes  of  drugs,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Grape  Capsule  Co.,  Allentown,  Pa.,  on  or  about  October  9,  1920,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charg- 
ing misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Box)  “Gonno  Specific.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consisted  of  capsules  containing  cubeb  oleoresin. 
copaiba  oleoresin.  and  salol. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  label  of  the  box  containing  the  same  bore  certain  statements  regarding 
the  therapeutic  and  curative  effects  of  the  said  article  which  falsely  and  fraud- 
ulently represented  it  to  be  effective  for  gonorrhea,  gleet,  and  all  kidney  and 
bladder  troubles,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  contained  no  ingredient  or  com- 
bination of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effect  claimed. 

On  September  7,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  a 
decree  of  the  court  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  forfeited  and 
confiscated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States.  On  the  same  date  a writ  for  the 
destruction  of  the  said  product  was  issued. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10902.  Misbranding  of  Lung  Germine.  U.  S.  v.  1 Dozen  Packages  of  Dung 
Germine.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct destroyed.  (F.  & D.  No.  15125.  S.  No.  E-3422.) 

On  July  19,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  1 dozen  packages  of  Lung  Germine,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  New  York,  N.  Y.  (Tottenville,  S.  I.),  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Lung  Germine  Co.,  Jackson,  Mich., 
on  or  about  June  23,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into 
the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  andi 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
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Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  sulphuric  acid  and  water  with  small 
amounts  of  iron  sulphate,  alcohol,  and  materials  derived  from  cod-liver  oil  and 
spices. 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  with  reference  to  the  false  and  fraudulent  state- 
ments as  to  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  article,  appearing  in  the 
labeling  thereof,  were  substantially  the  same  as  those  set  forth  in  detail  in 
Notice  of  Judgment  No.  10515,  to  which  reference  is  made.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement  on 
the  bottle  label  and  carton,  “ Alcohol  10%  by  Volume,”  was  false  and  mislead- 
ing and  in  that  the  package  or  label  failed  to  bear  a statement  of  the  quantity 
or  proportion  of  alcohol  contained  therein. 

On  September  29,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  a 
decree  of  the  court  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  forfeited,  "con- 
fiscated, and  condemned  to  the  use  of  the  United  States.  On  October  10,  1921, 
the  goods  were  destroyed. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10903.  Misbranding  of  Lnng  Germine.  U.  S.  v.  5 Packages  of  Lung  Ger- 
mine.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  15187.  S.  No.  E-3442.) 

On  July  25,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  5 packages  of  Lung  Germine,  at  Albany,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Lung  Germine  Co.,  from  Jackson,  Mich., 
on  or  about  May  14,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  sulphuric  acid  and  water  with  small 
amounts  of  iron  sulphate,  alcohol,  and  materials  derived  from  cod-liver  oil  and 
spices. 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  with  reference  to  the  false  and  fraudulent  state- 
ments as  to  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  article,  appearing  in  the 
labeling  thereof,  and  with  reference  to  the  false  and  misleading  statement  as 
to  the  alcohol  content  of  the  said  article,  appearing  in  the  said  labeling,  were 
substantially  the  same  as  those  set  forth  in  detail  in  Notice  of  Judgment  No. 
9897,  to  which  reference  is  made.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  package  failed  to  bear  a statement  of  the  quantity  or  propor- 
tion of  alcohol  contained  in  the  article. 

On  September  30,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10904.  Misbranding  of  salad  oil.  U.  S.  y.  45  Cans  of  Salad  Oil.  Defanlt 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No. 

15340.  I.  S.  No.  15423— t.  S.  No.  E-3539.) 

On  August  8,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  45  gallon  cans  of  salad  oil  at  Hoboken.  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  I.  Haber,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  July  15, 
1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Prophet  Brand  Extra 
Fine  Oil  * * * A compound  Net  Contents  1 Gallon.” 

Examination  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department 
showed  that  the  cans  contained  less  than  the  amount  declared  on  the  label. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the 
labels  of  the  cans  containing  the  article  bore  the  following  statement,  design, 
or  device  regarding  the  said  article.  “ Net  Contents  1 Gallon,”  which  was 
false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding 
was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  [food]  in  package  form, 
and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on 
the  outside  of  the  package,  since  the  statement  made  was  not  correct. 
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On  February  9,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Ptjgsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10905.  Adulteration  of  ground  cliili  pepper.  U.  S.  v.  1 Barrel  of  Ground 
Cliili  Pepper.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  15369.  I.  S.  No.  902-t.  S.  No.  G-3209.) 

On  September  9,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1 barrel  of  ground  chili  pepper,  remaining  unsold  at  Cincin- 
nati, Ohio,  in  the  possession  of  the  Frank  Tea  & Spice  Co.,  returned  from 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  August  26,  1921,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the 
State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  January  28,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Ptjgsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10906.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  lemon  pie  filling.  U.  S.  v.  Burton 
D.  Smith  and  John  B.  Hecox  (Consumers  Supply  Co.).  Pleas  of 
guilty.  Fine,  $175.  (F.  & D.  No.  15560.  I.  S.  Nos.  7-t,  8-t,  9-t,  3068-t, 

11528— t,  11531— t.) 

On  January  22,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Burton  D.  Smith  and  John  B.  Hecox,  copartners,  trading  as  Consumers  Supply 
Co.,  Portland,  Mich.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  from  the  State  of  Michigan,  on  or  about  April 
3 and  June  7,  1920,  respectively,  into  the  State  of  Indiana,  on  or  about  July  29, 
1920,  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  on  or  about  October  9 and  December  16,  1920, 
respectively,  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  quantities  of  lemon  pie  filling  which 
was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Consumers 
Lemon  Pie  Filling  * * * Manufactured,  Sold  and  Guaranteed  by  Con- 

sumers Supply  Company,  Portland,  Michigan,  U.  S.  A.” 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  was  a powdered  mixture  of  cornstarch,  sugar,  and 
citric  and  tartaric  acids,  colored  with  tartrazine  and  flavored  with  lemon  oil. 
A portion  of  the  said  article  was  found  to  be  short  weight. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a mixture  consisting  of  cornstarch,  sugar,  and  citric  acid,  flavored  with  lemon 
oil,  artificially  colored,  and  which  contained  no  egg  or  lemon  juice,  had  been 
mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its 
quality  and  strength  and  had  been  substituted  in  large  part  for  lemon  pie  filling 
which  the  said  article  purported  to  be.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  it  was  an  article  inferior  to  lemon  pie  filling,  to  wit,  a 
mixture  composed  in  large  part  of  cornstarch,  sugar,  and  citric  acid,  flavored 
with  lemon  oil,  and  which  contained  no  egg  or  lemon  juice,  prepared  in  imita- 
tion of  lemon  pie  filling,  and  was  colored  with  a certain  coal-tar  dye,  to  wit,  tar- 
trazine, so  as  to  simulate  the  appearance  of  lemon  pie  filling,  and  in  a manner 
whereby  its  inferiority  to  lemon  pie  filling  was  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statements,  to 
wit,  “ Lemon  Pie  Filling  Contains  the  same  ingredients  used  * * * in 

making  lemon  pies  * * *,”  “*  * * not  necessary  to  use  eggs  * * * 
all  necessary  ingredients  have  been  added  * * “ Guaranteed  to  con- 
form to  National  * * * Food  Laws,”  borne  on  the  labels  attached  to  the 

cans  containing  the  article,  and  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Net  Contents  8 Ounces, 
borne  on  the  labels  attached  to  a portion  of  said  cans,  regarding  the  said  article 
and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  were  false  and  mislead- 
ing in  that  the  said  statements  represented  that  the  article  was  lemon  pie 
filling  which  contained  the  same  ingredients  used  in  making  lemon  pies,  that  it 
contained  all  the  necessary  ingredients,  including  egg,  for  making  lemon  pies, 
that  it  conformed  to  the  requirements  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30, 
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1906,  and  that  a portion  of  the  said  cans  contained  8 ounces  net  of  the  article, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  was  lemon  pie  filling  which  con- 
tained the  same  ingredients  used  in  making  lemon  pies,  that  it  contained  all  the 
necessary  ingredients,  including  egg,  for  making  lemon  pies,  that  it  conformed  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30,  1906,  and  that  a portion 
of  the  said  cans  contained  8 ounces  net  of  the  said  article,  whereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  was  not  lemon  pie  filling  which  contained  the  same  ingredients 
as  those  used  in  making  lemon  pies  and  containing  all  the  necessary  ingredients, 
including  egg,  for  making  lemon  pies,  but  was  a mixture,  artificially  colored, 
largely  composed  of  cornstarch,  sugar,  and  citric  acid,  flavored  with  lemon 
oil,  and  which  contained  no  egg,  and  which  had  no  value  as  lemon  pie  filling 
for  making  lemon  pies,  it  did  not  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  said  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  and  a portion  of  rhe  said  cans  did  not  contain  8 ounces  net  of 
the  article,  but  did  contain  a less  amount.  Misbranding  was  alleged  with 
respect  to  a portion  of  the  said  article  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  food  in 
package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspic- 
uously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  June  21,  1922,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $175. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10907.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  Lem  M.  Hoskins.  Plea  of 
guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  15569.  I.  S.  No.  205-t.) 

On  January  21,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Lem  M.  Hoskins,  Bardwell,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  August  24,  1921,  from  the  State  of 
Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were 
adulterated. 

Examination  of  1,080  eggs  from  the  consignment,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chem- 
istry of  this  department,  showed  the  presence  of  64,  or  5.9  per  cent,  inedible 
eggs,  consisting  of  black  rots,  mixed  or  white  rots,  moldy  spot  rots,  and  heavy 
blood  rings. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  April  17,  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10908.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  Francis  Marion  Harper.  Plea 
of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  15570.  I.  S.  No.  206-t.) 

On  December  20,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Francis  Marion  Harper,  Bardwell,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant, 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  August  25,  1921,  from  the 
State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which 
were  adulterated. 

Examination  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department  of  180  eggs 
from  each  of  15  cases  from  the  consignment  showed  that  189,  or  7 per  cent  of 
the  number  examined,  were  inedible  eggs,  consisting  of  black  rots,  mixed  or 
white  rots,  moldy,  blood  rings,  and  eggs  stuck  to  the  shell. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  April  17,  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10909.  Adulteration  of  cut  stringless  beans.  U.  S.  v.  38  Cases  of  Cut 
Stringless  Beans.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  15931.  S.  No.  E-3738.) 

On  January  23,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  38  cases  of  cut  stringless  beans,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
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original  unbroken  packages  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  by  the  Webster-Butterfield  Co.,  Inc.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  on  October 
18,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable 
substance. 

On  February  17,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10910.  Misbranding  of  feed  meal.  U.  S.  v.  Fred  O.  Shane  (Cireleville  Mill- 
ing Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  11634. 
I.  S.  No.  18331— r.) 

On  January  14,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Fred 
O.  Shane,  trading  as  the  Cireleville  Milling  Co.,  Cireleville,  Ohio,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
January  16,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Maine,  of  a quantity 
of  feed  meal  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ 100 
Pounds  Feed  Meal  Manufactured  by  Cireleville  Milling  Co.  Cireleville,  Ohio.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  7.63  per  cent  of  protein,  2.20  per  cent  of 
fat,  and  8.18  per  cent  of  crude  fiber. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements,  to  wit,  “(Guaranteed)  Protein,  Minimum,  10.  Per  Cent 
Fat  Minimum,  3.25  Per  Cent  Fiber,  Maximum,  6.  Per  Cent,”  borne  on  the 
tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regarding  the  said  article  and 
the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  were  false  and  misleading  in 
that  the  said  statements  represented  that  the  article  contained  not  less  than 
10  per  cent  of  protein,  not  less  than  3.25  per  cent  of  fat,  and  not  more  than 
6 per  cent  of  fiber,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid 
so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  contained 
not  less  than  10  per  cent  of  protein,  not  less  than  3.25  per  cent  of  fat,  and 
not  more  than  6 per  cent  of  fiber,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  contain 
less  than  10  per  cent  of  protein,  less  than  3.25  per  cent  of  fat,  and  more  than 
6 per  cent  of  fiber,  to  wit,  7.63  per  cent  of  protein,  2.20  per  cent  of  fat,  and 
8.18  per  cent  of  fiber. 

On  June  8,  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10911.  Misbranding  of  Vitalo.  U.  S.  t.  8 Dozen  Bottles  of  Vitalo.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No. 
13954.  I.  S.  No.  1636— t.  S.  No.  C-2582.) 

On  December  9,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  8 dozen  bottles  of  Vitalo,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  October  12, 1920,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and  charging  misbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Bottle  and  carton)  “Vitalo  * * * Nerve  and  Muscle  Tonic”; 

(carton)  “Remedy  * * * For  General  Weakness  * * * Nervous  Debility 
* * * for  the  Nerves,  Brain  and  Muscles.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  extracts  of  plant  drugs,  including  damiana 
and  nux  vomica,  sugar,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  above-quoted  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effect  of  the  said  article  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  it  had  not  the  cura- 
tive or  therapeutic  effect  so  claimed  in  the  said  statements  and  contained  no 
ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  such  effects. 
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On  November  28,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10912.  Misbranding*  of  Bick’s  Daisy  99.  U.  S.  v.  7 Bottles  of  Bick’s  Daisy 
99.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  No.  13955.  S.  No.  C-2586.) 

On  December  9,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  7 bottles  of  Bick’s  Daisy  99,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Greenville,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Palestine  Drug  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  or  about  February  15, 
1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Mississippi, 
and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Wrapper  and  bottle)  “For  Gonorrhoea, 
Gleet,  Leuchorrhoea,  Kidney  and  Bladder  Troubles,  Chronic  Seminal  and 
Mucous  Discharges.  For  Male  and  Female”;  (wrapper)  “Absolutely  Relia- 
ble ; Perfectly  Safe  and  Sure ; Never  has  Failed ; * * * In  severe  cases 

use  from  one  to  three  bottles.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  extracts  of  plant  drugs,  includ- 
ing cascara  sagrada  and  buchu,  sodium  acetate,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  above-quoted  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effect  thereof,  appearing  in  the  label  of  the  bottle  containing  the  said  article 
and  in  the  accompanying  wrapper,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said 
article  had  not  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  so  claimed  in  the  said  state- 
ments and  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of 
producing  such  effects. 

On  November  28,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10913.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  barley  feed.  U.  S.  v.  Timotby  G, 
Jewett,  Howard  D.  Jewett,  and  Roy  L.  Jewett  (T.  G.  Jewett  & 
Sons).  Pleas  of  guilty.  Fines,  $75  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  15466. 
I.  S.  No.  10923— r.) 

On  January  14,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Timothy 
G.  Jewett,  Howard  D.  Jewett,  and  Roy  L.  Jewett,  copartners,  trading  as  T.  G. 
Jewett  & Sons,  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  April  21,  1920,  from  the 
State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Kentucky,  of  a quantity  of  barley  feed  which 
was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Barley 
Feed  Made  by  T.  G.  Jewett  & Sons,  Portsmouth,  Ohio.” 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  contained  at  least  14  per  cent  of  oats,  cultivated 
and  wild,  and  at  least  3 per  cent  of  weed  seeds,  straw,  and  chaff. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  wTas  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
certain  substances,  to  wit,  cultivated  and  wild  oats,  weed  seeds,  straw,  and 
chaff,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and 
injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  barley  feed  which  the  said  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Barley 
Feed,”  borne  on  the  tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regard- 
ing the  said  article  and  the  ingredients  contained  therein,  was  false  and  mis- 
leading in  that  it  represented  that  the  article  consisted  wholly  of  barley  feed, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  consisted  wholly  of 
barley  feed,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  so  consist  but  did  con- 
sist in  part  of  cultivated  and  wild  oats,  weed  seeds,  straw,  and  chaff. 

On  March  23,  1922,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  fines  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $75,  together  with  the 
costs. 


C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10914.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  canned  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  41  Cases 
of  Shrimp.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  16198.  I.  S.  No.  6781-t.  S.  No.  E-3886.) 

On  or  about  May  29,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  of  information 
against  41  cases  of  canned  shrimp,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Acme  Pack- 
ing Co.,  Apalachicola,  Fla.,  on  or  about  March  26,  1922,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Florida  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and  charging  adulteration 
and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Ac.Pa.Co  Brand  Fancy  Shrimp  Wet  Con- 
tents 5f  Oz.  * * * Packed  by  The  Acme  Packing  Co.  Apalachicola,  Fla.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  an 
excess  quantity  of  a liquid  substance,  to  wit,  brine,  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to 
wit,  “ Shrimp,  Wet  Contents  5f  Oz.,”  borne  on  the  labels  of  the  cans  containing 
the  article,  regarding  the  said  article  and  the  quantity  thereof  contained  in  the 
said  cans,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  statement  represented  that 
each  of  the  said  cans  contained,  exclusive  of  wet  contents,  to  wit,  brine  in 
which  preserved,  5f  ounces  of  the  said  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that 
it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the 
belief  that  each  of  the  said  cans  contained  5f  ounces  of  the  said  article,  to  wit, 
shrimp,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  cans  did  not  contain  5f 
ounces  of  the  article,  but  did  contain  a less  quantity.  Misbranding  was  alleged 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the 
quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the 
outside  of  the  package,  since  the  stated  quantity,  to  wit,  “ Wet  Contents  5f 
Oz.,”  was  vague  and  incorrect  and  represented  more  than  the  actual  contents 
of  the  said  article  contained  in  the  said  package. 

On  September  5,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal.  The  goods 
were  turned  over  to  the  marshal  for  use  as  food  in  penal  institutions. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10915.  Misbranding-  of  olive  oil  and  corn  oil.  U.  S.  v.  22  Half  Gallon  Cans 
of  Olive  Oil  and  22  Half  Gallon  Cans  of  Corn  Oil.  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Products  released  under  bond. 

(F.  & D.  No.  16369.  I.  S.  Nos.  15617-t,  15618-t.  S.  No.  E-3819.) 

On  May  11,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  22  half-gallon  cans  of  olive  oil  and  22  half -gallon  cans  of  corn  oil,  remaining 
unsold  at  Montclair,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Bay  Bee  Oil  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  March  27  and  April  15,  1922, 
respectively,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part,  respectively : “ Extra  Sublime 
Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil  Blue  Star  Brand  3|  Lbs.  Net  or  0.98  of  Half  Gallon 
Bay  Bee  Oil  Company  Importers  & Packers  Lucca,  Italy.  New  York,  U.  S.  A. 

* * * Half  Gallon ; ” “ Olio  Sopraffino  Per  Insalata  ‘ Cob  ’ Brand  Extra 

Fine  Corn  Oil  Packed  by  (monogram  consisting  of  initials  BOC)  New  York 

* * * Net  Contents  Half  Gallon  * * 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  statements  borne  on  the  cans  containing  the  respective  articles, 
to  wit,  “ 3f  Lbs.  Net  or  0.98  of  Half  Gallon  ” and  “ Half  Gallon,”  were  false 
and  misleading  since  the  said  cans  did  not  contain  3f  pounds  net  or  0.98 
half  gallon  and  one-half  gallon,  respectively,  of  the  said  articles,  but  did  con- 
tain a less  amount,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  said  articles  were 
labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief 
that  the  said  cans  contained  3f  pounds  net  or  0.98  half-gallon  and  one  half- 
gallon, respectively,  of  the  said  articles,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  said 
cans  did  contain  a less  amount.  Misbranding  wasi  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  articles  were  food  in  package  form  and  the  quantity  of  the 
contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the 
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packages,  since  the  net  quantity  stated  was  more  than  the  actual  contents  of 
the  said  packages. 

On  June  23,  1922,  the  Bay  Bee  Oil  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having 
consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant 
upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in 
the  sum  of  $500,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10916.  Adulteration  and  misbranding;  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  52  Tubs  of  Butter. 

Decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under 
bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16801.  I.  S.  No.  2536-v.  S.  No.  E-4169.) 

On  September  8,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tiie  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  52  tubs  of  butter,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  consigned  by  the  American  Stores  Co.,  from 
Grantsburg,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Grantsburg, 
Wis.,  on  or  about  August  23,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“ Pasteurized  Net  63  Lbs.  American  Stores  Co.  Philadelphia,  Pa.  * * 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that 
excessive  moisture  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and 
lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for 
the  said  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  a valuable  constituent  of  the 
said  article,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been  in  part  abstracted  therefrom. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of 
and  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 

On  October  2,  1922,  the  Farmers  Cooperative  Creamery  Society  having  en- 
tered an  appearance  as  claimant  for  the  property,  judgment  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be 
released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $2,500,  in  conformity  with  section  10 
of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of 
this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10917.  Adulteration  and  misbranding;  of  potatoes.  U.  S.  v.  200  Sacks  of 
Potatoes.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16809.  S.  No.  E-4177.) 

On  September  13,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  200  sacks  of  potatoes,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  consigned  by  Chamberlain  and  Bar- 
clay, Hightstown,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from 
Hightstown,  N.  J.,  September  7,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Sacks)  “ U.  S.  Grade  No.  1,  Chamberlain  and  Barclay,  Hightstown,  N.  J.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  pota- 
toes of  a lower  grade  than  that  designated  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with 
and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  “ U.  S.  Grade 
No.  1 ” was  false  and  misleading,  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 

On  September  29,  1922,  Chamberlain  and  Barclay,  Hightstown,  N.  J.,  claim- 
ants, having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimants  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $200,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  sacks  con- 
taining the  said  product  be  relabeled  “ Field  Run  Potatoes  containing  19% 
serious  defects  145  Pounds,”  under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10918.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  potatoes.  U.  S.  v.  19  Sacks  of  Po- 
tatoes. Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  16810.  I.  S.  No.  2554-v.  S.  No.  E-4178.) 

On, September  13,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  19  sacks  of  potatoes,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  consigned  by  Grover  Bros.,  Hightstown,  N.  J.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Hightstown,  N.  J.,  on  or  about  September 
2,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey  into  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Grover  Brothers,  Hightstown. 
N.  J.,  U.  S.  Grade  No.  1.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  potatoes 
of  a lower  grade  than  that  designated  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  sub- 
stituted wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  sacks  contain- 
ing the  article  bore  the  following  statement.  “ U.  S.  Grade  No.  1 Potatoes,”  re- 
garding the  said  article,  which  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  sacks 
did  not  in  fact  contain  U.  S.  Grade  No.  1 potatoes. 

On  October  2,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 

10919.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  potatoes.  U.  S.  v.  200  Sacks  of 
Potatoes.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16813.  S.  No.  E-4182.) 

On  September  18.  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  200  sacks  of  potatoes,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  consigned  by  Reed  & Perrine  Tennent, 
N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Tennent,  N.  J.,  September 
11,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey  into  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Sacks)  “ U.  S.  Grade  No.  1.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that 
potatoes  of  lower  grade  than  that  designated  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with 
and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  “ U.  S.  Grade 
No.  1 ” was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 

On  September  29,  1922.  Reed  & Perrine,  Tennent,  N.  J.,  claimant,  having  ad- 
mitted the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceed- 
ings and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $200,  in  conformity  with  section 
10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  said  product  be  relabeled  “ Potatoes 
containing  25%  serious  defects — 145  pounds,”  under  the  supervision  of  this 
department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10920.  Misbranding  of  cottonseed  meal  and  cottonseed  cake.  U.  S.  v, 
Alston  Boyd  (Washington  Cotton  Oil  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine, 
$75.  (F.  & D.  No.  12801.  I.  S.  Nos.  5950-r,  6951-r,  8195-r.) 

On  or  about  April  19,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  Alston  Boyd,  trading  as  the  Washington  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  Dallas,  Texas, 
alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended,  on  or  about  November  14,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the 
State  of  Illinois,  of  a quantity  of  cottonseed  meal  labeled  in  part,  “ 100  Lbs. 
(Net)  Ordinary  Cotton  Seed  Meal  Manufactured  by  Washington  Cotton  Oil  Co., 
Dallas,  Texas,”  which  was  misbranded,  and  on  or  about  November  29,  1918, 
from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  of  quantities  of  cottonseed 
cake  and  cottonseed  meal  in  unlabeled  sacks,  invoiced  as  “ 43%  C/S  Cake  ” and 
“ 43%  C/S  Meal,”  which  were  misbranded. 
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An  examination  of  40  sacks  of  the  cottonseed  meal  labeled  “ 100  Lbs.  Net  ” 
by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department  showed  an  average  net  weight 
of  94.18  pounds. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  they  were  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  thereof 
was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages. 

On  June  30.  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $75. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Seen' et  ary  of  Agriculture. 

10921.  Misbranding'  of  Dr.  Martel’s  female  pills.  U.  S.  v.  75  Packages  of 
Dr.  Martel’s  Female  Pills.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  13499.  I.  S.  No.  12377-t.  S.  No. 
C-2335.) 

On  September  2,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  75  packages  of  Dr.  Martel’s  female  pills,  remaining  unsold  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  consigned  by  the  Royal 
Drug  Co.,  Chicago,  111.,  on  or  about  July  2,  1919,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  from  Chicago,  111.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois 
Into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  pills  contained  iron  sulphate,  iron  carbonate,  and  savin 
oil. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  certain  representations  appearing  on  the  label  of  the  box  containing 
the  article  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  to  wit,  (box)  “ Female  Pills 

* * * f0r  suppression  of  the  menses,  dysmenorrhea  (painful  menstruation) 

and  similar  functional  derangements,”  (circular)  “ Female  Pills  * * * For 

Disturbances  of  the  Menstrual  Functions  * * * for  Amenorrhea  (Suppres- 
sion of  the  Menses)  * * * treatment  * * * should  be  continued  until 

relief  is  obtained.  For  Dysmenorrhea  (Painful  or  Scanty  Menstruation) 

* * * our  medicine  will  be  found  to  give  lasting  benefit  and  genuine  relief. 

* * * To  prevent  difficult,  painful,  over-profuse  and  other  morbid  menstrual 

conditions,  and  keep  this  important  function  normal,  take  * * * for  a few 

days  before  the  expected  reappearance  of  the  menstrual  flow,”  were  false  and 
fraudulent  in  that  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  said  article  purported 
to  contain  and  be  a cure  for  said  diseases,  disorders,  and  symptoms,  whereas 
it  contained  little  or  no  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  and 
therapeutic  effect  claimed. 

On  February  17,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10922.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  whole  egg1  powder.  U.  S.  v.  Joe 
Lowe  Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No. 

14929.  I.  S.  No.  10226— t.) 

On  October  3,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  the  Joe  Lowe  Co.,  a corporation.  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
December  24,  1920,  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Colorado, 
of  a quantity  of  whole  egg  powder  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 
The  article  was  invoiced  as  “ Hygrade  Whole  Egg  Powder  ” and  was  labeled 
in  part : “ * * * W.  E.  From  Joe  Lowe  & Co.  * * * Los  Angeles, 

Cal.  * * *.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  was  a commercial  yolk  containing  approximately 
83  per  cent  of  actual  yolk  and  17  per  cent  of  albumen  or  egg  white. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a substance,  to  wit,  commercial  egg  yolk  , powder,  had  been  substituted 
in  whole  or  in  part  for  whole  egg  powder,  which  the  article  purported  to  be, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  a valuable  constituent  of  the  article,  to  wit, 
white  of  egg,  had  been  wholly  or  in  part  abstracted. 
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Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  design,  and 
device,  to  wit,  “ W.  E.,”  borne  on  the  barrel  containing  the  article,  regarding 
the  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  the  said  article  consisted  of  a 
whole  egg  product,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled 
as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it 
consisted  of  a whole  egg  product,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  so 
consist  but  did  consist  in  whole  or  in  part  of  commercial  egg  yolk  powder. 
Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  a product 
composed  in  whole  or  in  part  of  commercial  egg  yolk  powder,  prepared  in 
imitation  of  whole  eggs  and  so  offered  for  sale  and  sold  under  the  distinctive 
name  of  another  article,  to  wit,  whole  egg  powder. 

On  June  26,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a hue  of  $50. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10923.  Misbranding  of  Giepsi  Vemela.  U.  S.  v.  1 Gross  Bottles  of  Giepsi 
Vemela.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct disposed  of  according:  to  law.  (F.  & D.  No.  14972.  I.  S.  No. 
10703— t.  S.  No.  W— 960.) 

On  June  2,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1 gross  bottles  of  Giepsi  Vemela,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  consigned  by  the  Giepsi  Vemela  Co., 
Douglas,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Douglas,  Ariz., 
on  or  about  March  28,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Arizona  into  the 
State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consisted  of  vegetable  extractives,  sugar,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  label  of  the  bottle  containing  the  said  article  and  the  accom- 
panying carton  and  circular  bore  the  following  statements,  (carton,  English 
and  Spanish)  “ * * * for  the  tuberculosis,  colds,  coughs,  anemia  and  gen- 
eral debility,”  (bottle,  English  and  Spanish)  “ * * * It  is  recommended 

for  tuberculosis,  colds,  coughs,  anemia  and  general  debility  * * * In  serious 

cases,”  (circular,  Spanish)  “ Giepsi  Vemela  was  subjected  to  the  laws  required 
by  the  United  States  of  America  before  being  placed  on  the  market,  which  will 
stimulate  and  increase  the  faith  and  confidence  of  patients  who  make  use  of 
this  medicine,”  (carton)  “ Guaranteed  under  the  pure  food  act,”  which  state- 
ments were  false  and  fraudulent,  since  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient 
or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeu- 
tic effects  claimed. 

On  August  17,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  disposed  of  according  to  law. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


10924.  Misbranding  of  potatoes.  U.  S.  v.  Janies  L.  Leonard,  Walter  B. 

Crosset,  and  George  B.  Riley  (Leonard,  Crosset  & Riley).  Pleas 
of  gnilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  15005.  I.  S.  Nos.  5931-t,  5933-t.) 

On  May  4,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
James  L.  Leonard,  Walter  B.  Crosset,  and  George  B.  Riley,  copartners,  trading 
as  Leonard,  Crosset  & Riley,  Greenville,  Mich.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  de- 
fendants, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
January  18,  1921,  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
of  quantities  of  potatoes,  in  sacks,  which  were  misbranded. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  May  9,  1922,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10925.  A«lu Iteration  and  misbranding  of  antiseptic  tablets.  U.  S.  v.  F.  A. 

Thompson  & Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50. 

(F.  & D.  No.  15056.  I.  S.  No.  13493-r.) 

On  January  3,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
F.  A.  Thompson  & Co.,  a corporation,  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  January  24. 
1920,  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  a quantity  of 
antiseptic  tablets  which  were  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Bottle)  “Tablet  Triturates  Antiseptic  Bernay’s  (Blue) 
Mercuric  chloride  corrosive  1 41-50  grs.  * * * F.  A.  Thompson  & Co. 

Detroit,  Mich.,  U.  S.  A.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  a shortage  in  mercuric  chloride  of  19  per  cent. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  its  strength  fell  below  the  professed  standard  under  which  it  was  sold. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to 
wit,  “ Mercuric  chloride  corrosive  1 41-50  grs.,”  borne  on  the  labels  of  the 
bottles  containing  the  article,  regarding  the  said  article  and  the  substances 
and  ingredients  contained  therein,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said 
statement  represented  that  the  article  contained  one  and  forty-one  fiftieths 
grains  of  mercuric  chloride  corrosive  to  each  tablet,  which  quantity  expressed 
in  decimal  fractions  is  1.820  grains,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  said 
article  contained  a less  quantity  of  mercuric  chloride  corrosive,  to  wit,  1.466 
grains  per  tablet,  or  approximately  19  per  cent  less  than  represented  on  the 
said  label. 

On  January  3,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  be- 
half of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10926.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  John  W.  Melton.  Plea  of 
guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  15064.  I.  S.  No.  4227-t.) 

On  January  23,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
John  W.  Melton,  Wrightsburg,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  on  or  about  August  22,  1920,  from  the 
State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Indiana,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which 
were  adulterated. 

Examination,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  the  360  eggs 
involved  in  the  consignment  showed  the  presence  of  60,  or  16.67  per  cent  of 
those  examined,  inedible  eggs,  consisting  of  black  rots,  mixed  or  white  rots, 
spot  rots,  and  heavy  blood  rings. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy  and  decomposed  and  putrid  animal 
substance. 

On  May  1,  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10927.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  v.  130  Cases  of  Tomato  Cat- 
sup. Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  15074.  I.  S.  No.  4916-t.  S.  No.  C-3075.) 

On  June  22,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  130  cases  of  tomato  catsup,  at  Peoria.  111.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Frazier  Packing  Co.,  Elwood,  Inch,  on  or 
about  February  7,  1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the 
State  of  Illinois,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ * * * Burro  Brand  Tomato 

Catsup  * * * Prepared  by  The  Frazier  Packing  Co.  Elwood,  Ind.,  U.  S.  A.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
contained,  wholly  or  in  part,  a filthy,  decomposed  vegetable  substance. 
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On  July  19,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10928.  Misbranding  of  Zendejas  treatment.  U.  S.  v.  49  Bottles  and  79  Bot- 
tles of  Zendejas  Treatment.  Tried  to  the  court.  Finding  for  tlie 
Government.  Decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  Nos.  15330,  15331.  I.  S.  Nos.  3014-t,  3015-t.  S.  Nos. 
C— 3165,  C— 3166.) 

On  or  about  August  24,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  126  bottles  of  Zendejas  treatment,  remaining  in  the 
original  packages  at  San  Antonio,  Texas,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  P.  Zendejas,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  part  on  or  about  May  24  and  in 
part  on  or  about  June  10,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California 
into  the  State  of  Texas,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Pood  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  potassium  iodide,  extracts  of  plant 
drugs,  including  sarsaparilla  and  a laxative  drug,  and  water,  with  a trace  of 
formaldehyde. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements  appeared  in  the  labeling  of  a portion  of  the 
said  article,  (display  poster)  “For  Impure  Blood  Take  Zendejas  Treatment.” 
(display  card)  “Zendejas  Treatment  for  Diseases  caused  by  Impure  Blood,” 
and  the  following  statements  appeared  in  the  labeling  of  the  remainder  of 
the  said  article  (blue  booklet,  English  and  Spanish)  “Zendejas  Treatment 

* * * Cleanser  and  Regenerator  of  the  Blood,  Anti-Reumatico  * * * 

Cured  by  Zendejas  Treatment  * * * The  effectiveness  of  the  Zendejas 

Treament  has  become  famous  * * * tonic  properties  of  the  highest  value, 

giving  the  blood  an  important  dose  of  iron  and  carrying  to  the  nerves  a nu- 
trition esteemed  and  durable  * * * Zendejas  Treatment  has  great  De- 

purative  Power  and  is  antagonistic  to  certain  germs  frequently  found  in  the 
blood.  The  effect  of  these  elements  scientifically  combined  is  to  act  on  the 
organisms  expelling  the  germs  * * * dyspepsia  * * * the  prime  virtue 
of  the  Zendejas  Treatment  rests  upon  its  excellence  as  a Depurative,  which 
assists  in  the  elimination  of  the  impurities  of  the  blood,  carrying  to  the  blood 
iron  and  the  necessary  elements  to  make  it  rich,  thus  stimulating  nutrition 
of  the  nervous  system  and  thereby  relieving  many  cases  of  Anemia,  Nervous 
Weakness,  Chronic  Catarrh,  Tiredness  and  many  other  troubles  which  originate 
from  poor  blood  and  lack  of  nutrition  * * * Rheumatism,  Lumbago  and 

Kindred  Ailments  * * * Impure  Blood  * * * Seasickness,  Strange 

Palpitations  and  other  symptoms  which  are  sometimes  believed  to  be  cardiac 
affections  * * * Rheumatism,  Pleaclache,  Bad  Digestion,  General  Weak- 

ness, Nervous  Weakness,  Exhaustion,  Lack  of  Appetite,  Lack  of  Sleep  and  Mem- 
ory * * * pimples  and  skin  diseases,  Fatigue  and  little  desire  to  do  active 

work.  Defective  Circulation,  Sores,  Ulcers,  Supuration  of  the  Ears  and  Eyes, 
Supurated  Tumors,  Chronic  Catarrhs,  etc.  * * * health  and  vigor  declining 

* * * tongue  * * * coated  * * * bad  taste  in  the  mouth  * * * 

tired  easily  * * * cannot  straighten  up  with  ease  after  you  have  bent  for- 
ward for  a little  while  * * * sight  * * * obscured  frequently  * * * 

fatigue  * * * hands  and  feet  cold  * * * take  cold  very  easily  * * * 

prone  to  catarrhs  and  affections  of  the  respiratory  organs  * * * weight 

diminishes  * * * glands  are  inflamed  frequently  * * * Do  not  wait 

for  more  alarming  symptoms  before  getting  treatment  * * * If  you  are 

suffering  the  consequences  of  an  impure  blood  take  the  Zendejas  Treatment. 
If  your  blood  is  weak  and  poor,  tonify  it  with  the  Zendejas  Treatment,  but 
in  any  event  you  would  do  well  to  take  for  a reasonable  length  of  time  at 
least  once  a year  the  Zendejas  Treatment  to  purge  your  blood  of  harmful 
bacteria  * * % quick  relief  from  the  first  bottle  of  Zendejas  Treatment 

* * * continue  taking  it  until  you  regain  your  complete  health  * * * 

It  benefits  everyone  * * * will  bring  useful  elements  to  your  organism. 

You  Will  Never  Regret  It  * * which  said  statements,  regarding  the 

curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  said  article,  were  false  and  fraudulent 
for  the  reason  that  it  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 
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On  June  28,  1922,  the  San  Luis  Mercantile  Co.  and  C.  Villalongin  & Co.,  of 
San  Antonio,  Texas,  having  entered  their  appearances  as  claimants  for  re- 
spective portions  of  the  article,  and  having  waived  a jury,  the  case  came  on 
for  final  disposition  before  the  court.  After  the  submission  of  evidence  and 
arguments  by  counsel,  the  court  overruled  the  demurrers  to  the  libels  thereto- 
fore filed  by  the  claimants,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be 
condemned  and  forfeited  to  the  use  of  the  Government  and  that  it  be  destroyed 
by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10929.  Misbranding  of  potatoes.  U.  S.  v.  Savannah  Truckers  Exchange,  a 
Corporation.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  ' Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No. 

15431.  I.  S.  Nos.  9272— t,  9273-t,  9274-t.) 

On  December  21,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Savannah  Truckers  Exchange,  a corporation,  Savannah,  Ga.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  or  about  May  25,  1921,  from  the  State  of  Georgia  into  the  States  of  Tennes- 
see, South  Carolina,  and  North  Carolina,  respectively,  of  quantities  of  potatoes, 
in  barrels,  which  were  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bar- 
rels) “ Red  Diamond  Brand  Savannah  Truckers  Exchange.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages. 

On  February  23,  1922,  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  was 
entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine 
of  $25. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10930.  Misbranding  of  Aspironal.  U.  S.  v.  7 Bottles  of  Aspironal.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No. 

15726.  S.  No.  E— 3677.) 

On  December  9,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  7 dozen  bottles  of  Aspironal,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Roanoke,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  Aspironal  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  on  or  about  February  7. 
1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Georgia  into  the  State  of  Virginia,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  sodium  salicylate,  camphor,  menthol,  ex- 
tracts of  plant  drugs,  including  cascara  sagrada  and  belladonna,  a small  amount 
of  sugar,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements,  borne  on  the  labels  attached  to  the  boxes 
containing  the  said  article,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects 
thereof,  to  wit,  “ * * * Colds,  Coughs,  Influenza,  La  Grippe  * * * Head- 
ache, Toothache,  Earache,  Stomach-ache,  Neuralgia,  Sc'.atica  * * * Rheu- 
matism * * were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  statements  pur- 

ported that  the  said  article  was  a remedy  and  cure  for  headache,  toothache, 
earache,  stomachache,  neuralgia,  sciatica,  and  rheumatism,  whereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  February  20,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10931.  Misbranding  of  cottonseed  meal.  U.  S.  v.  130  Sacks  of  Cottonseed 
Meal.  Prodnct  ordered  released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  15820. 
I.  S.  No.  9372— t.  S.  No.  E-3826.) 

On  March  30,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Florida,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  130  sacks  of  cottonseed  meal,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Apalachicola,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Eufaula  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  Eufaula,  Ala.,  in  part  on  or  about 
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November  10,  and  in  part  on  or  about  November  23,  1921,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Alabama  into  the  State  of  Florida,  and  charging  misbrand- 
ing in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Tag)  “100  Lbs.  Standard  Cotton  Seed  Meal  Ammonia  7 per  cent  Protein 
36  per  cent  Fat  6 per  cent  Carbohydrates  30  per  cent  Fibre  14  per  cent 
Ingredients:  Cotton  Seed  Meal  and  Hulls  Manufactured  by  Eaufaula  Cotton 
Oil  Co.,  Eufaula,  Ala.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements,  appearing  on  the  labeling  of  the 
said  article,  were  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  article  did  not  contain 
the  substances  as  set  forth  in  the  said  statements  but  was  deficient  in  ammonia 
and  protein  and  contained  peanut  hulls  and  excessive  quantities  of  fiber 
product. 

On  May  8,  1922,  the  Eufaula  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  Eufaula,  Ala.,  claimant,  having 
paid  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  executed  a good  and  sufficient  bond,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10932.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  Wine-Berre.  U.  S.  v.  Kansas  City 
Kola  Co.,  a Corporation.  Confessed  judgment.  Fine,  $10  and 
costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  15997.  I.  S.  No.  1027-t.) 

On  April  12,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Kansas  City  Kola  Co.,  a corporation,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  May  17, 
1921.  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  of  a quantity  of 
Wine-Berre  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  “ Maid  of  Quality  Brand  Drink  Wine-Berre  ” (Design  of  three  leaves 
and  three  loganberries). 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  was  an  artificially  colored  and  flavored  beverage  con- 
taining a small  amount  of  loganberry  juice. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a product,  to  wit,  an  artificially  colored  mixture  which  contained  only  a 
small  amount  of  fruit,  had  been  substituted  for  a product  made  from  logan- 
berries which  the  said  article  purported  to  be.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for 
the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  a product  inferior  to  an  article  made 
from  loganberries,  to  wit,  a mixture  which  contained  only  a small  amount  of 
loganberry  juice  prepared  in  imitation  of  a product  made  wholly  from  logan- 
berries, and  was  artificially  colored  with  a certain  coal-tar  dye,  to  wit, 
amaranth,  so  as  to  simulate  the  appearance  of  and  in  a manner  whereby  its 
inferiority  to  a product  made  wholly  from  loganberries  was  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Wine- 
Berre,”  together  with  the  design  and  device  of  loganberry  leaves  and  logan- 
berries, borne  on  the  labels  attached  to  the  bottles  containing  the  article,  re- 
garding the  said  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein, 
were  false  and  misleading  in  that  they  represented  that  the  article  was  a 
product  wholly  made  from  loganberries,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief 
that  it  was  a product  wholly  made  from  loganberries,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  not  wholly  made  from  loganberries,  but  was  a mixture  which  con- 
tained only  a small  amount  of  loganberry  juice. 

On  June  30,  1922,  a confession  of  judgment  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


10933.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  James  F.  Patterson  (Patter- 
son’s Cash  Store).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  16022. 

I.  S.  No.  2360— t.) 

On  May  25,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Okla- 
homa. acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  James  F. 
Patterson,  trading  as  Patterson’s  Cash  Store,  McCurtain,  Okla.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
July  18  1921.  from  the  State  of  Oklahoma  into  the  State  of  Arkansas,  of  a 
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quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were  adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part : “ * * * From  Pattersons  Cash  Store,  McCurtain,  Okla.” 

Examination,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  the  360 
eggs  in  the  consignment  showed  47,  or  13  per  cent  of  the  total,  to  be  inedible, 
consisting  of  black  rots,  mixed  or  white  rots,  spot  rots,  and  heavy  blood  rings. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  July  28,  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10934.  Misbranding’  of  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  Clande  David  Jeffords  and  Lud- 
wig Sehoenmann  (Jeffords-Schoenmann  Co.).  Pleas  of  guilty. 
Fine,  $75.  (F.  & D.  No.  16026.  I.  S.  No.  18212-t.) 

On  April  28,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Claude  David  Jeffords  and  Ludwig  Sehoenmann,  copartners,  trading  as  Jeffords- 
Schoenmann  Co..  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  October  6,  1921, 
from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Texas,  of  a quantity  of  tomatoes, 
in  lugs,  which  were  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ * * * 

Bullseye  Brand  Jeffords-Schoenmann  Co.  Calexico-Houston  Los  Angeles.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  June  19,  1922,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $75. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10935.  Misbranding  of  apples.  U.  S.  v.  American  Fruit  Growers,  Inc.,  a 
Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $20.  (F.  & D.  No.  16208.  I.  S. 

No.  6011— t.) 

On  May  23,  1922,  the  United  States  atttorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
American  Fruit  Growers,  Inc.,  a corporation,  trading  at  Lockport,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  or  about  April  5,  1921,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania, of  a quantity  of  apples  which  were  misbranded. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  June  23,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $20. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Seci'etary  of  Agriculture. 

10936.  Misbranding  of  Abbott  Bros,  compound  for  rheumatism.  U.  S.  v. 

8 Bottles,  et  al,  of  Abbott  Bros.  Compound  For  Rheumatism. 
Default  decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  Nos.  16256,  16257,  16258.  S.  Nos.  C-3574,  C-3577,  C-3578.) 

On  May  5,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wis- 
consin, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  18§  dozen  bottles  of  Abbott  Bros,  compound  for  rheumatism, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Abbott  Bros.  Co.,  Berwyn, 
111.,  between  the  dates  of  July  5,  1921,  and  February  3,  1922,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  charging  misbrand- 
ing in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Bottle)  “*  * * For  Rheumatism  * * * (circular) 
“*  * * For  Rheumatism  * * (carton)  “*  * * For  Rheumatism 

* * * Muscular,  Articular,  Inflammatory  * * * Sciatica,  Rheumatic 
Neuritis,  and  Stiffness  and  Soreness  of  the  Joints  and  Muscles  * * * Lum- 

bago and  all  Muscular  and  Nerve  Pains  of  Rheumatic  Origin.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  8 per  cent  of  potassium  iodid,  1^ 
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per  cent  of  extracts  of  plant  drugs  including  colchicum,  16.9  per  cent  of 
alcohol,  and  approximately  73  per  cent  of  water,  flavored  with  small  amounts 
of  aromatics,  including  methyl  salicylate. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  bottles  containing  the  said  article,  the  circulars  accompanying  the 
same,  and  the  cartons  in  which  the  said  bottles  were  contained  bore  the  above- 
quoted  statements,  which  statements  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said 
article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  pro- 
ducing the  curative  or  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  July  31,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgments 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

O.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10937.  Misbranding-  of  Craemer’s  calculus  corrective.  U.  S.  v.  44  Bottles 
of  Craemer’s  Calculus  Corrective.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  16268.  S.  No.  C-3593.) 

On  May  5,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wis- 
consin, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  44  bottles  of  Craemer’s  calculus  corrective,  remaining  unsold 
in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  William  Craemer  Medicine  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  or  about 
January  16,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of 
Wisconsin,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ During  an  attack  of  Gall  Stone 
Colic,  take  * * * every  2 or  3 hours.  * * * the  persistent  use  of  the 

remedy  will  prevent  the  formation  of  the  various  Calculi  or  Stones  named.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  was  an  aqueous  solution  of  sodium,  potassium,  ammonium, 
and  lithium  phosphate,  citrate,  salicylate,  and  chloride  and  extract  of  ginger, 
sweetened  with  saccharin  and  colored  with  caramel. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
labels  of  the  bottles  containing  the  said  article  bore  the  above-quoted  statements 
which  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient 
or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  or  therapeutic 
effects  claimed. 

On  July  31,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10938.  Misbranding  of  Durand’s  Swiss  herb  tea.  U.  S.  v.  3 Dozen  Packages 
of  Durand’s  Swiss  Herb  Tea.  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  16276.  S.  No.  C— 3581.) 

On  May  5,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wis- 
consin, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  3 dozen  packages  of  Durand’s  Swiss  herb  tea,  remaining  un- 
sold in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Durand  Medicine  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  on  br 
about  March  15,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State 
of  Wisconsin,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Wrapper)  “To  be 
used  against  Headache  * * * Dizziness,  Indigestion,  Female  Complaints, 

Liver  and  Kidney  Complaints,  Blood  and  Skin  Diseases,  etc.  * * * To 

Purify  Your  Blood  * * * Nature’s  Own  Blood  Purifier  * * * Mala- 

rial Fever,  Chills  * * * Female  Troubles  * * * Liver  and  Kidney 
Troubles  * * * Beautifies  the  Complexion  * * * For  Colds,  Coughs 
* * (circular)  “*  * * The  Great  Blood  Purifying  * * * Rem- 

edy. To  be  used  against  Colds  and  disorders  of  the  Lungs,  Stomach,  Liver, 
Kidneys  and  Bladder ; also  against  Headache  * * * Coughs,  Dizziness, 

Loss  of  Appetite,  Indigestion,  Phlegm,  Sleeplessness,  Pale  Complexion,  Weak- 
ness, Pains  in  the  Limbs,  Rheumatism,  Inflammation,  Toothache,  Blood  and 
Skin  Diseases,  and  Female  Complaints.  * * * by  taking  cold  * * * 

sicknesses  may  result,  such  as  fevers,  measles,  rheumatism,  inflamed  and  sore 
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throat,  cough,  skin  diseases,  boils,  toothache,  earache,  headache,  neuralgia, 
swollen  glands  and  limbs,  and  many  others.  Therefore,  as  soon  as  you  com- 
mence feeling  badly  you  should  at  once  take  a cup  of  Durand’s  Tea  * * * 

For  Use.— In  all  cases  of  Colds,  Chills,  Toothache,  etc.  * * * Cough, 

Hoarseness,  Influenza,  Phlegm  * * * Indigestion,  Headache,  and  in  gen- 
eral, take  * * * until  the  desired  effect  is  obtained.  * * * Blood  Puri- 
fier and  Liver  Regulator,  and  in  all  * * * Skin  Diseases,  Boils,  Kidney 

Troubles,  and  all  Scrofulous  and  Chronic  Evils  * * * In  case  of  Female 

Complaints,  Colds  and  Costiveness  during  Pregnancy,  this  Tea  should  be  made 
not  very  strong,  and  taken  every  day.  All  these  troubles  may  affect  the  child 
more  than  they  do  the  mother.  If  neglected  they  may  cause  sores  and  erup- 
tions on  the  child’s  head,  face  and  ears,  for  a long  time  after  its  birth.  For 
imperfect  or  irregular  menstruation  * * * ; ” (price  list)  “ * * * This- 

tea  * * * can  be  used  in  almost  every  case  of  sickness  * * * It  is  a 

valuable  remedy  for  purifying  the  blood  * * * most  excellent  for  * * * 

Colds,  Coughs,  Indigestion,  Headache,  Dizziness,  Loss  of  Appetite,  Fluttering 
at  the  Heart,  Pains  in  the  Back  and  Side,  Liver  and  Kidney  Trouble,  Rheuma- 
tism. Itching  of  the  Skin,  Sallow  Complexion,  Heartburn,  Nausea,  Biliousness, 
and  Sleeplessness.  If  you  are  suffering  wth  Acidity  of  the  Stomach,  disgust 
for  food,  choking  or  suffocating  sensations  when  in  bed,  dimness  of  vision,  flat- 
ulency, hurried  or  difficult  breathing,  inward  piles,  fulness  of  blood  to  the  head, 
pimples,  or  any  of  the  many  complaints  arising  from  impure  blood  and  want 
of  action  of  the  liver,  you  should  at  once  commence  taking  Durand’s  Tea.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  a mixture  of  plant  drugs,  including  ap- 
proximately 50  per  cent  of  senna,  with  smaller  amounts  of  fennel  seed,  orange 
peel,  licorice  root,  juniper  berries,  althea  root,  sassafras  bark,  lavender  flowers, 
buckthorn  bark,  red  clover  tops,  and  saffron. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  wrappers,  circulars,  and  price  lists  accompanying  the  packages  con- 
taining the  said  article  bore  the  above-quoted  statements  which  were  false 
and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination 
of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  July  31,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10939.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  40  Cases  of  Eggs.  Default  de- 
cree of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No. 
16827.  I.  S.  No.  3935— v.  S.  No.  C-3793.) 

On  or  about  August  30,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure,  and  condemnation  of  40  cases  of  eggs,  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  by  S.  D.  Rardin,  Ridgeway,  Mo.,  August  25,  1922, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  charg- 
ing adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  part  of  a filthy  animal  substance,  for  the  further  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  part  of  a decomposed  animal  substance,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a putrid  animal  substance. 

On  September  28,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10940.  Misbranding,'  of  Vita  oil.  U.  S.  t.  boring  J.  Barker  (Vita  Oil  Co.). 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $100.  (F.  & D.  No.  9909.  I.  S.  Nos.  11825-p, 

11826-p.) 

On  October  9,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Loring  J.  Barker,  trading  as  the  Vita  Oil  Co.,  Berkeley,  Calif.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  or  about  August  22,  1917,  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of 
Indiana,  of  quantities  of  Yita  oil  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was 
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labeled  in  part:  “ Dr.  Smith’s  Caloric  Vita  Oil  * * * Vita  Oil  Co.  Berkeley, 

Cal.” 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  nonvolatile  vegetable  oil, 
mineral  oil,  volatile  oils  including  turpentine,  clove,  and  cinnamon  oils,  and 
extractives  from  capsicum  and  pepper. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  certain  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effects  of  the  article,  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  bottles  containing  a portion 
of  the  said  article  and  on  the  accompanying  wrapper,  falsely  and  fraudulently 
represented  it  to  be  effective  as  a treatment,  remedy,  and  cure  for  croup,  bron- 
chitis, diphtheria,  pneumonia,  pleurisy,  quinsy,  colds,  coughs,  sore  throat, 
rheumatism,  neuralgia,  and  all  gout  pains,  all  forms  of  congestion,  aches  and 
pains,  swollen,  stiff,  lame  or  weak  joints,  colic  and  all  diseases  caused  by  con- 
gestion, and  that  certain  statements  appearing  on  the  cartons  and  cans  con- 
taining the  remainder  of  the  said  article  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented 
it  to  be  effective  as  a treatment,  remedy,  and  cure  for  deep-seated  lameness, 
stiffness,  rheumatism,  croup,  bronchitis,  diphtheria,  pneumonia,  pleurisy,  quinsy, 
colds,  coughs,  sore  throat,  gouty  pains,  all  forms  of  congestion,  swollen,  stiff, 
lame  and  weak  joints,  colic,  contracted  cords  and  muscles,  and  all  diseases 
caused  by  congestion,  and  that  certain  statements  appearing  in  the  circulars 
accompanying  all  of  the  said  article  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it 
to  be  a treatment,  remedy,  and  cure  for  all  throat  troubles,  lumbago,  earache, 
painful  menstruation,  ovarian  pains,  convulsive  cramps,  caked  breasts,  diarrhea, 
enlarged,  calloused,  swollen  and  weak  joints,  founder,  internal  pains,  inflamma- 
tion of  the  kidneys,  lockjaw,  lung  fever,  and  pneumonia,  mange  or  itch,  ring 
bone,  splints  and  thrush,  wind  colic  or  grippings,  nail  punctures  in  the  foot, 
spinal  meningitis  and  sore  throat,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  September  23,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10941.  Misbranding  of  Allan’s  Star  Brand  pills.  U.  S.  v.  4 Packages  of 
Allan’s  Star  Brand  Pills.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.  (P.  & D.  No.  13880.  S.  No.  C-2584.) 

On  December  9,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  4 packages  of  Allan’s  Star  Brand  pills,  remaining  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  Greenville,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  by  the  Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  2,  1919, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Circular)  “A  Good  Remedy  In  Suppressed 
Or  Painful  Menstruation.  * * * to  bring  on  the  menses  * * * imme- 
diately preceding  the  expected  appearance  of  the  menstrual  flow  * * * 

treatment  should  begin  * * * Take  one  Pill  * * * Continue  this 

treatment  * * * until  a satisfactory  result  is  secured.  * * * To  Pre- 
vent Irregularities  Take  one  Pill  * * * four  or  five  days  preceding  the 

expected  appearance  of  the  menstrual  period.  * * * For  Painful  Menstru- 

ation The  same  treatment  prescribed  for  suppression.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  pills  consisted  essentially  of  iron  sulphate,  aloes, 
and  starch,  coated  with  sugar  and  calcium  carbonate. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  above-quoted  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effect  of  the  said  article,  appearing  in  the  circular  enclosed  in  the  packages 
containing  the  same,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article  had  not 
the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  so  claimed  in  the  said  statements  and  con- 
tained no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  such 
effect. 

On  November  28,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10942.  Misbranding  of  einmenagogne  pills  and  Bick’g  nerve  tonic.  TJ.  S. 

v.  17  Packages  of  Emmenagogue  Pills,  et  al.  Default  decrees  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  13881. 
13882.  S.  Nos.  C-2583,  C-2585.) 

On  December  9,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  17  packages  of  emmenagogue  pills,  consisting  of  4 pack- 
ages of  Leslie’s,  9 packages  of  Arthur’s,  and  4 packages  of  Thomas’  emmena- 
gogue pills,  and  10  packages  of  Bick’s  nerve  tonic,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Greenville,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Palestine  Drug  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  or  about  February  15, 

1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Mississippi, 

and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  emmenagogue  pills  were  labeled  in  part:  (Box)  “ Emmenagogue  Pills 
recommended  for  Ammenorrhoea,  Dysmenorrhoea,  and  other  Menstrual 
Troubles.  * * * Beginning  Treatment  * * * Before  The  Regular- 
Monthly  Period  * * * Continue  * * * Until  Relief  Is  Obtained.”  The 
nerve  tonic  was  labeled  in  part:  (Wrapper)  “Nerve  Tonic  * * * one  of 

the  best  * * * treatments  known  for  those  nervous  run-down  conditions 

which  cause  so  much  mental  worry.  * * * For  the  treatment  of  weak  and 

irritated  conditions  of  the  nervous  system  * * * manifested  by  * * * 

poor  appetite,  feeling  of  weakness,  despondency,  lack  of  tone  in  the  system  of 
both  sexes  and  lack  of  energy.” 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  pills  consisted  essentially  of  iron  sulphate,  aloes, 
and  vegetable  extract,  coated  with  a mixture  of  sugar  and  calcium  carbonate, 
colored  pink,  and  that  the  nerve  tonic  consisted  of  two  products,  brown  tablets 
containing  phosphorus  and  compounds  of  zinc  and  iron,  coated  with  sugar  and 
calcium  carbonate,  and  yellow  pellets  containing  compounds  of  iron,  strychnine, 
and  phosphorus,  coated  with  sugar  and  calcium  carbonate. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  thera- 
peutic effects  of  the  respective  articles,  appearing  on  the  box  label  or  the 
wrapper,  as  the  case  might  be,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said 
articles  had  not  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effects  so  claimed  in  the  said 
statements  and  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable 
of  producing  such  effects. 

On  November  28,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ments of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  products  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary'  of  Agriculture. 

10943.  Misbranding  of  anchovies  in  salt.  U.  S.  v.  Salvatore  Cerrito.  Plea 
of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  15004.  I.  S.  No.  10633-t.) 

On  December  7,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Salvatore  Cerrito,  Monterey,  Calif.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  November  2, 

1920,  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Washington,  of  a quantity 

of  anchovies  in  salt  which  were  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Anchovies  in  Salt.  * * * Merlino  Brand  Net  Weight  of  Contents  4 Lbs. 

Net  * * 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  average  weight  of  2 packages  was  3 pounds,  2.85 
ounces. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement,  to  wit,  “Net  Weight  of  Contents  4 Lbs.  Net,”  borne  on  the  cans 
containing  the  article  regarding  the  said  article,  was  false  and  misleading  in 
that  the  said  statement  represented  that  each  of  the  said  cans  contained  not 
less  than  4 pounds  net  weight  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it 
was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the 
belief  that  each  of  said  cans  contained  not  less  than  4 pounds  net  weight  of 
the  article,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  cans  did  not  contain  4 
pounds  net  weight  of  the  article  but  did  contain  a less  amount.  Misbranding 
was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form, 
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and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on 
the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  February  11.  1922,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

C.  W.  Ptjgsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10944.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  23  Cans  of  Al- 
leged Olive  Oil.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.  (P.  & D.  No.  15358.  I.  S.  No.  516-t.  S.  No.  C-3201.) 

On  September  6,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  23  cans  of  alleged  olive  oil,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  Alliance,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  S.  A. 
Touris,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  July  20,  1921,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  cotton- 
seed oil  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part 
for  olive  oil. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement 
“ Finest  Quality  Table  Oil  Tipo  Termini  Imerese,”  together  with  a design  of  an 
olive  tree,  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article,  was 
false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding 
was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of  and 
offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 

On  October  12,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Ptjgsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10945.  Misbranding  of  999  nerve  tonic.  U.  S.  v.  7 Packages  of  999  Nerve 
Tonic.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  15492.  S.  No.  G-3276.) 

On  October  25,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  7 packages  of  999  nerve  tonic,  remaining  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  Combination  Remedy  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  on  or  about  September  7,  1921, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  Missouri,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Box)  “999  Nerve  Tonic  The  Capsules  con- 
tained in  this  package  are  considered  by  best  authority  to  be  the  best  possible 
remedy  for  nervous  disorder  and  lost  vitality,  no  matter  from  what  cause.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  of  capsules  containing  phosphorus  and  extracts 
of  nux  vomica  and  damiana. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements,  appearing  on  the  label  of  the  pack- 
age containing  the  said  article,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  it  did  not 
contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  April  25,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Ptjgsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10946.  Adulteration  of  alfalfa  meal.  U.  S.  v.  William  H.  North  and  John 
North  (North  Bros.).  Pleas  of  gnilty.  Fine,  $25  and  costs.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  15848.  I.  S.  No.  11647-r.) 

On  March  12,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
William  H.  North  and  John  North,  a copartnership,  trading  as  North  Bros., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the 
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Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  June  7,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into 
the  State  of  Tennessee,  of  a quantity  of  unlabeled  alfalfa  meal  which  was 
adulterated. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  was  low  in  protein  for  straight  alfalfa  meal.  Exami- 
nation by  said  bureau  showed  that  it  contained  foreign  tissues,  probably  from 
grasses  or  hay. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a substance,  to  wit,  ground  prairie  hay,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength 
and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  unthreshed  ground  alfalfa  hay,  to  wit, 
alfalfa  meal,  which  the  said  article  purported  to  be.  Adulteration  was  alleged 
for  the  further  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  ground  prairie  hay,  had  been 
mixed  with  the  article  in  a manner  whereby  its  damage  and  inferiority  to 
alfalfa  meal  was  concealed. 

On  May  27,  1922,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10947.  Adulteration  of  tomato  sance.  U.  S.  v.  16  Cases  of  Tomato  Sauce. 

Default  decree  of  coudemuation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  No.  15945.  I.  S.  No.  5989-t.  S.  No.  E-3754.) 

On  January  28,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  16  cases  of  tomato  sauce,  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Thomas  Page,  Albion,  N.  Y.,  on  or 
about  September  13,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Royal  Kitchen  Brand  Page 
Tomato  Sauce  Packed  by  Thomas  Page  Albion,  N.  Y.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance. 

On  July  22,  1922.  no  claimant  having  apeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10948.  Misbranding1  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  14  Gallon  Cans  and  31  Quart 
Cans  of  Olive  Oil.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  16179.  I.  S.  Nos.  1809-t,  1810-t.  S.  No. 
C— 3584.) 

On  May  1,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  14  gallon  cans  and  31  quart  cans  of  olive  oil,  remaining  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  G.  P.  Papadopulos,  New  York.  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  March  4, 
1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Missouri, 
and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Olio  d’Oliva  Yergine  * * * Net 

Contents  Full  Gallon”  (or  “Full  Quarter  Gallon”)  “ G.  P.  P.  * * * G.  P. 

Papadopulos  * * 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  statements  in  the  labels  of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article, 
to  wit,  “ Net  Contents  Full  Gallon  ” and  “ Net  Contents  Full  Quarter  Gal- 
lon,” as  the  case  might  be,  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  mis- 
led the  purchaser  in  that  the  actual  contents  of  the  said  cans  was  less  than 
the  stated  amount.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages. 

On  June  20,  1922.  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ^ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10049.  Misbranding  of  Abbott  Bros,  compound  for  rheumatism.  U.  S.  v.  18 
Bottles,  et  al,  of  Abbott  Bros.  Compound  for  Rheumatism.  De- 
fault decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & 

D.  Nos.  16252,  16253,  16254,  16255.  S.  Nos.  C-3572,  03573,  C-3574,  C-3575, 
C— 3576.) 

On  May  4 and  8,  1922,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Western  District  of  Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels 
for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  208  bottles  of  Abbott  Bros,  compound  for 
rheumatism,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages,  in  part  at  Kansas 
City  and  in  part  at  St.  .Joseph,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  Abbott  Bros.  Co.,  Berwyn,  111.,  between  the  dates  of  June  17,  1921,  and 
April  3,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of 
Missouri,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottle)  “*  * * For  Rheu- 
matism;” (carton)  “*  * * For  Rheumatism  * * * Muscular,  Articu- 

lar, Inflammatory,  Chronic,  Sciatica,  Rheumatic  Neuritis,  and  Stiffness  and 
Soreness  of  the  Joints  and  Muscles,  Gout,  Lumbago  and  all  Muscular  and  Nerve 
Pains  of  Rheumatic  Origin.  * * (circular)  “*  * * For  Rheu- 
matism * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  8 per  cent  of  potassium  iodid,  1£ 
per  cent  of  extracts  of  plant  drugs  including  colchicum,  16.9  per  cent  of  alcohol, 
and  approximately  73  per  cent  of  water,  flavored  with  small  amounts  of 
aromatics,  including  methyl  salicylate. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
effects  of  the  said  article,  appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  bottles  and  cartons 
containing  the  same  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  were  false  and  fraudu- 
lent in  that  the  said  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of 
ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  June  20  and  June  21,  1922,  respectively,  no  claimant  having  appeared 
for  the  property,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States 
marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10050.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  100  Sacks  of  Flour.  Default  decree 
of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  777. 
S.  No.  286.) 

On  August  14,  1909,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  100  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Uniongrove,  111.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  consigned  by  Wells- 
Abbott-Nieman  Co.,  Schuyler,  Nebr.,  August  3,  1909,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Nebraska  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  charging  adulteration  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
was  mixed,  colored,  powdered,  coated,  and  stained  in  a manner  whereby  dam- 
age and  inferiority  were  concealed,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  con- 
tained other  deleterious  ingredients  which  might  render  said  article  injurious 
to  health. 

On  May  8,  1922,  78  sacks  of  the  product  having  been  previously  released 
and  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  remaining  22  sacks,  judgment  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  said  22  sacks  of  the  article  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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Abbott  Bros,  rheumatism  compound  : 


Alfalfa  meal.  See  Feed. 

Allan’s  pills  : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10941 

Anchovies  : 

Cerrito,  Salvatore 10943 

Antiseptic  tablets  : 

Thompson,  F.  A.,  & Co 10925 

Apples  : 

American  Fruit  Growers 10935 

Aspironal : 

Aspironal  Laboratories 10930 

Barley  feed.  See  Feed. 

Beans,  canned  : 

Webster-Butterfield  Co 10909 

Bick’s  Daisy  99  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10912 

nerve  tonic  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10942 

Butter  : 

American  Stores  Co 10916 

Calculus  corrective  : 

Craemer,  W.,  Medicine  Co 10937 


Catsup.  See  Tomato  catsup. 
Chili  pepper.  See  Pepper. 
Corn  oil.  See  Oil. 

Cottonseed  cake.  See  Feed. 

meal.  See  Feed. 

Craemer's  calculus  corrective  : 


Craemer,  W.,  Medicine  Co 10937 

Durand’s  herb  tea  : 

Durand  Medicine  Co 10938 

Egg  powder  : 

Lowe,  Joe,  Co 10922 

Eggs  : 

Harper,  F.  M 10908 

Hoskins,  L.  M 10907 

Melton,  J.  W 10926 

Patterson’s  Cash  Store 10933 

Rardin,  S.  D 10939 

Emmenagogue  pills  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10942 

Feed,  alfalfa  meal : 

North  Bros 10946 

barley  : 

Jewett,  T.  G.,  & Sons 10913 

cottonseed  cake  : 

Washington  Cotton  Oil  Co 10920 

cottonseed  meal : 

Eufaula  Cotton  Oil  Co 10931 

Washington  Cotton  Oil  Co 10920 

Feed  meal : 

Circleville  Milling  Co 10910 

Female  pills  : 

Royal  Drug  Co 10921 

Flour  : 

Wells-Abbott-Nieman  Co 10950 
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Giepsi  Vemela  : 

Giepsi  Vemela  Co_ 10923 

Gonno  specific : 

Grape  Capsule  Co 10901 

Herb  tea  : 

Durand  Medicine  Co 10938 

Lung  Germine  : 

Lung  Germine  Co 10902,  10903 

Martel’s  female  pills  : 

Royal  Drug  Co 1Q921 

Meal.  See  Feed. 

Nerve  tonic  : 

Combination  Remedy  Co 10945 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10942 

999  nerve  tonic  : 

Combination  Remedy  Co 10945 

Oil,  corn  : 

Bay  Bee  Oil  Co 10915 

olive  : 

Bay  Bee  Oil  Co “ 10915 

Papadopulos,  G.  P 10948 

Touris,  S.  A 10944 

vegetable  : 

Haber,  I 10904 


Olive  oil.  See  Oil. 

Pepper,  chili : 

10905 

Pie  filling  : 


Consumers  Supply  Co 10906 

Potatoes  : 

Chamberlain  & Barclay 10917 

Grover  Bros 10918 

Leonard,  Crosset  & Riley 10924 

Reed  & Perrine 10919 

Savannah  Truckers  Exchange-  10929 
Rheumatism  compound  : 


Shrimp  : 

Acme  Packing  Co 10914 

Star  brand  pills  : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10941 

Swiss  herb  tea  : 

Durand  Medicine  Co 10938 

Tomato  catsup  : 

Frazier  Packing  Co 10927 

sauce : 

Page,  Thomas 10947 

Tomatoes  : 

Jeffords-Schoenmann  Co 10934 

Vegetable  oil.  See  Oil. 

Vita  oil : 

Vita  Oil  Co 10940 

Vitalo  : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co___  10911 
Wine-Berre  : 

Kansas  City  Kola  Co 10932 

Zendeias  treatment : 

Zendejas,  P . 10928 


O 
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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

10951.  Alleged  misbranding  of  cottonseed  meal.  U.  S.  v.  Red  River  Oil 
Co.,  a Corporation.  Tried  to  tlie  court  and  a jury.  Verdict  for 
tire  defendant.  (F.  & D.  No.  12366.  I.  S.  No.  11992-r.) 

On  July  31,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Red  River  Oil  Co.,  a corporation,  trading  at  Alexandria,  La.,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or 
about  February  11,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into  the  State  of  Kansas, 
of  a quantity  of  cottonseed  meal  which  was  alleged  to  have  been  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  36.27  per  cent  of  crude  protein,  16.51  per 
cent  of  crude  fiber,  and  5.80  per  cent  of  nitrogen.  Examination  of  the  article 
showed  that  the  average  net  weight  of  60  sacks  was  94.3  pounds. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statements,  to  wit,  “ 100  Lbs.  Gross — 99  Lbs.  Net,”  and  ‘‘Guaranteed 
Analysis  * * * Protein  38.55%  * * * Crude  Fibre  12.00%  * * * 
Equivalent  Nitrogen  6.17%,”  borne  on  the  tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing 
the  article,  regarding  the  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained 
therein,  were  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  statements  represented  that 
each  of  the  said  sacks  contained  99  pounds  of  the  said  article  and  that  it  con- 
tained not  less  than  38.55  per  cent  of  protein,  not  less  than  6.17  per  cent  of 
equivalent  nitrogen,  and  not  more  than  12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  and  for  the 
further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead 
the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  each  of  the  said  sacks  contained  99 
pounds  of  the  article  and  that  it  contained  not  less  than  38.55  per  cent  of 
protein,  not  less  than  6.17  per  cent  of  equivalent  nitrogen,  and  not  more  than 
12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  sacks  did 
not  contain  99  pounds  of  the  article,  and  the  said  article  did  contain  less  than 
38.55  per  cent  of  protein,  less  than  6.17  per  cent  of  equivalent  nitrogen,  and 
more  than  12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  con- 
tents was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  June  12,  1922,  the  case  having  come  on  for  trial  before  the  court  and  a 
jury,  after  the  submission  of  evidence  and  arguments  by  counsel,  the  jury  re- 
turned a verdict  of  not  guilty. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10952.  Misbranding-  of  Vigoron.  U.  S.  v.  216  Dozen  Packages  of  Vigoron. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  13325.  I.  S.  No.  2382-t.  S.  No.  C-2152.) 

On  August  14,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  216  dozen  packages  of  Vigoron,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
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original  unbroken  packages  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  the  Sydney  Ross  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  July 
13,  1918,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  .Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  sugar-coated  pills  containing  compounds 
of  iron,  manganese,  zinc,  arsenic,  phosphorus,  and  strychnine. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements,  appearing  on  the  label  of  the  bottle  con- 
taining the  said  article  and  in  the  accompanying  wrapper  and  circular,  re- 
garding the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  article,  (wrapper,  English 
and  Spanish)  “A  Blood  Making  and  Purifying  Tonic  for  * * * Neuras- 
thenia * * (bottle  label,  English  and  Spanish)  “For  * * * Neuras- 
thenia * * * General  Debility,”  (circular,  English)  “ The  Supreme  Blood 

and  Nerve  Tonic.  Recommended  for  * * * Neurasthenia,  Nervous  Irrita- 
bility * * * Impotence,  Irregular  Menstruation  * * * and  General 

Conditions  of  Debility.  * * * Vigoron  will  bring  about  marked  improve- 
ment when  taken  for  the  symptoms  mentioned  * * * Asthma.  * * * 

Boils  and  Carbuncles.  * * * Change  of  Life  or  Menopause.  * * * Ir- 
regular Menstruation  * * * Chronic  Malaria.  * * * Chronic  Rheu- 
matism. * * * Debility.  * * * Spermatorrhoea,  impotence,  lost  vital- 
ity, nervous  weakness,  neurasthenia,  despondency.  * * * Disorders  of 

Menstruation.  * * * Delayed,  scanty,  painful  or  too  profuse  menstruation 

* * * take  * * * before  the  expected  date  for  menstruation  and  con- 
tinue taking  until  three  days  after  the  flow  has  stopped.  * * * Leucorrhoea 

or  Whites.  * * * Nervous  Exhaustion,  Nervous  Dyspepsia,  Nervous  Head- 
aches, Nervous  Debility  * * * The  woman  who  expects  to  become  a 

mother  should  not  use  Vigoron  until  after  the  fourth  month.  * * * Rheu- 

matic Gout,”  (Spanish)  “Vigoron  Pastillas  Invincible  Power  from  Abundance 
of  Blood.  A Powerful  Making  and  Purifying  Tonic  of  the  Blood  for  * * * 

Neurasthenia,  General  Debility  * * * Nervous  Dyspepsia,  Impotency,  and 

Blood  and  Nerve  Disorders.  * * * Vigoron  will  relieve  the  symptoms  for 

which  it  is  recommended  * * * Disorders  of  menstruation,  retarded,  pain- 
ful or  very  abundant  * * * irregular  menstruation  * * * Vigoron 

* * * should  be  taken  * * * preceding  the  date  when  the  menses  will 

or  are  supposed  to  come  and  * * * until  the  flow  ceases.  Ladies  * * * 

approaching  the  change  of  life  * * * should  take  Vigoron  * * * until 

the  nervous  symptoms  disappear  * * * Retarded  menstruation  * * * 

may  likewise  be  stimulated.  Pregnant  women  should  take  care  not  to  use 
complete  doses  of  Vigoron  until  after  the  fourth  month  of  pregnancy.  * * * 

Leucorrhoea  can  be  cured  using  six  tablets  a day  * * * Nervous  Debility 

or  Neurasthenia,  Nervous  Exhaustion  * * * persons  * * * may  ac- 
quire nervous  exhaustion  by  * * * sexual  abuses,  by  a prolonged  genetic 

excitement  and  abuse  of  such  sensations  during  youth  * * * ladies  suffer 

menstrual  disorders  as  well  as  ovarian.  In  men  impotence  to  effect  natural 
necessities  of  his  sex,  extreme  organic  weakness  after  satisfying  them,  or  pre- 
mature flows  occur.  * * * Nervous  Dyspepsia.  * * * Boils.  * * * 
Nervous  Headache.  * * * furuncles.  * * * Rheumatic  Gout.  * * * 

Herpes  of  Internal  Origin.  * * * Intestinal  Indigestion.  * * * Chronic 

Paludism.  * * * Chronic  Rheumatism.  * * * Pulmonary  Tuberculosis,” 

were  false  and  fraudulent,  since  the  said  articles  contained  no  ingredient  or 
combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  December  7,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10953.  Misbranding  of  Dr.  A.  W.  Chase’s  nerve  pills.  U.  S.  v.  6 Dozen 
Packages  of  Dr.  A.  YV.  Chase’s  Jferve  Pills.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  13350.  I.  S. 
No.  10056— t.  S.  No.  W-688.) 

On  August  18,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  6 dozen  packages  of  Dr.  A.  W.  Chase’s  nerve  pills,  remaining 
in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Dr.  A.  W.  Chase  Medicine  Co.,  Buffalo,  N.  Y., 
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in  part  July  8,  1919,  and  in  part  January  26,  1920,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  pills  contained  strychnine,  arsenic,  aloes,  iron  car- 
bonate, and  a manganese  compound. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  following  statements  appeared  in  the  labeling  thereof,  (label)  “ Used  In 
The  Treatment  of  * * * Nervous  Prostration  * * * Nervous  Head- 
ache Nervous  Dyspepsia  * * * Irregular  Heart  Action  Dizziness  & Faint- 

ing Sleeplessness,”  (circular)  “Nerve  Pills  impart  new  life  and  strength  to 
every  organ  of  the  body,  create  new  brain  and  nerve  tissue,  and  make  it  next 
to  impossible  for  the  following  diseases  and  symptoms  of  diseases  to  set  in: 
Nervous  prostration,  exhaustion,  depression,  * * * sleeplessness  * * * 

lack  of  energy,  ambition,  and  nerve  force,  paralysis,  and  locomotor  ataxia ; 

* * * diseased  blood,  * * * female  troubles,  leucorrhea  (whites),  pain- 

ful, profuse  or  suppressed  menstruation,  tardy  development  of  girls,  sexual 
debility,  loss  of  vital  forces,  premature  decay,  heart  affections,  neuralgia,  rheu- 
matism, la  grippe,  and  all  diseases  of  the  brain  and  nerves.  * * * On  ac- 
count of  their  extraordinary  restorative  influence  and  * * * action  on  the 

system,  * * * Nerve  Pills  are  especially  suited  to  the  needs  of  children. 

* * * weak  and  puny  boys  and  girls  become  strong,  healthy  and  robust. 

* * * nourish  the  blood  and  nerves  * * * nourish  the  weakened  and 

exhausted  nervous  system  back  to  health  and  strength,  * * * through  the 

nerve  fibres,  * * * send  new  vitality  through  the  whole  * * * system. 

* * * nerves  * * * must  be  completely  restored  by  such  nourishment 

as  can  best  be  supplied  by  * * * Nerve  Pills,  The  great  restorative  * * * 
loss  of  sensation  in  the  hands,  partial  loss  of  memory  * * * dizziness  and 

uncertainty  in  walking.  * * * should  be  treated  * * * while  there  is 
hope  of  complete  recovery.  * * * Nerve  Pills,  * * * restore  the  wasted 

nerve  force,  * * * by  strengthening  the  nerves  give  them  full  control  of 

the  female  organs.  * * * No  preparation  known  * * * will  more 

quickly  create  new,  rich  blood  than  * * * Nerve  Pills.  * * * contain 

the  life-giving  principles  that  entitle  the  blood  to  be  called  the  ‘vital  fluid,’ 

* * * make  pale  weak  men  and  women  strong  and  healthy.  * * * give 

to  the  thin  and  emaciated  a well  rounded  form  which  tells  of  a steady  advance 
in  health,  * * which  statements  were  false  and  fraudulent,  since  the 

said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of 
producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  May  9,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10954.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  v.  998  Cases 
of  Tomato  Catsup.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.  (P.  & D.  No.  14576.  I.  S.  No.  5729-t.  S.  No.  C-2828.) 

On  or  about  March  4,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  Dis- 
trict of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  998  cases  of  tomato  catsup,  remaining  unsold  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  consigned  by  H.  N.  Weller  & 
Co.,  Richmond,  Mich.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Rich- 
mond, Mich.,  on  or  about  December  17,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Michigan  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Bottle)  “Tomato  Catsup  Made  From  Best  Selected  Stock.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  or 
vegetable  substance. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  on 
the  label,  to  wit,  “ Made  From  Best  Selected  Stock,”  together  with  a design 
of  a whole  ripe  tomato,  was  false  and  misleading. 

On  June  7,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10955.  Adulteration  of  gray  shorts.  U.  S.  v.  Gateway  Milling  Co.,  a Cor- 
poration. Plea  of  gnilty.  Fine,  $100  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  14744. 
I.  S.  No.  114— r.) 

On  July  26,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Gateway  Milling  Co.,  a corporation,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  May 
4,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  of  a quantity  of 
gray  shorts  which  was  adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “ Mfg. 
by  Gateway  Milling  Co.  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Gray  Shorts,  Red  Dog  Flour,  Pul- 
verized Wheat  Bran.” 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consisted  of  shorts,  flour,  bran,  and  rice  hulls. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  rice  hulls,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as 
to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had 
been  substituted  in  part  for  gray  shorts,  red  dog  flour,  and  pulverized  wheat 
bran,  which  the  said  article  purported  to  be. 

On  October  25,  1921,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100  and 
costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10956.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Cacapon  bealing  water.  U.  S.  v. 

1100  5-Gallon  Cans  and  600  Bottles  of  Cacapon  Healing  Water. 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  No.  15279.  I.  S.  Nos.  3385-t,  3387-t,  3388-t.  S.  No.  C-3130.) 

On  July  27,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1,100  5-gallon  cans  and  600  bottles  of  Cacapon  healing  water, 
remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Capon  Water  Co.,  from  Winchester,  Va., 
on  or  about  May  30,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of.  Virginia  into  the 
State  of  Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“ Drink  Cacapon  Healing  Water  and  Live  * * * The  Catawba  Indians 

Called  it  Yayapehon  * * * Capon  Springs  Company,  West  Virginia 

* * *;”  (bottles)  “Cacapon  Healing  Water  Prescribed  by  Prominent  Physi- 
cians * * * Should  be  used  by  all  women  * * * Capon  Springs  Co., 

Capon  Springs,  W.  Va. (cans  and  bottles)  “ * * * For  Over  Two  Centuries 

Leading  Physicians  have  prescribed  Cacapon  (Healing  Water)  for  many  dis- 
eases, including  some  thought  incurable  * * * Drink  and  Live.  Tonic, 

Alterative  and  Diuretic  * * * I know  of  No  Water  Comparable  To  Capon 

for  bladder  and  kidney  trouble  * * * I have  observed  striking  results  in 

rheumatic  gout,  syphiletic  rheumatism  and  chronic  inflammation.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  mineral  matter  dissolved  in  the  water  consisted  chiefly 
of  calcium  bicarbonate.  Bacteriological  examination  by  the  same  bureau 
showed  that  the  water  in  the  cans  was  polluted. 

Adulteration  of  the  portion  of  the  article  contained  in  the  said  1,100  5-gallon 
cans,  considered  as  a food,  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted wholly  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  or  vegetable 
substance. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  contained  in  both  the  cans  and  bottles,  considered 
as  a drug,  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements,  regard- 
ing the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  said  article,  appearing  on  the 
labels  of  the  bottles  and  cans  containing  the  same,  were  false  and  fraudulent 
in  that  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  September  17,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10957.  Misbranding  of  Avalon  distemper  and  cold  compound.  U.  S.  v.  6 
Bottles  of  Abalon  [Avalon]  Distemper  and  Cold  Compound.  De- 
fault decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  15543.  S.  No.  E-3638.) 

On  November  10,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  6 bottles  of  Abalon  [Avalon]  distemper  and  cold  compound,  at 
Otselic,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Avalon  Farms 
Co.,  Chicago,  111.,  on  or  about  September  29,  1921,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  misbranding  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Bottle)  “Distemper  * * * Compound  * * * Recommended  for 

* * * strangles,  distemper  or  shipping  fever  * * * (circular)  “Dis- 
temper * * * Compound  * * * Distemper  * * * shipping  fever 

and  colt-ill  * * * strangles  * * give  Avalon  Farms  Distemper  and 
Cold  Compound  * * * until  the  aggravating  symptoms  subside,  after  which 
a dose  three  times  a day  is  sufficient  until  recovery  is  complete  * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  ammonium  clilorid,  iron 
chlorid,  glycerin,  mydriatic  alkaloid,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  above-quoted  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects 
thereof,  appearing  on  the  label  of  the  bottle  containing  the  said  article  and  in 
the  accompanying  circular,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article 
contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
effects  claimed. 

On  March  7,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10958.  Misbranding:  of  cold  pressed  cotton  seed.  U.  S.  v.  Gilmer  Cotton 
Seed  Oil  Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D. 

No.  15573.  I.  S.  No.  463-t.) 

On  January  10,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  Gilmer 
Cotton  Seed  Oil  Co.,  a corporation.  Gilmer,  Texas,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
September  22,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State  of  Missouri,  of  a 
quantity  of  cold  pressed  cotton  seed  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part : “ Equity  Brand  Cold  Pressed  Cotton  Seed  Weight  100  Lbs. 
Net.” 

Examination,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  40  sacks  of 
the  said  article  showed  that  the  average  net  weight  of  the  sacks  examined  was 
89.6  pounds,  an  average  shortage  from  the  declared  weight  of  10.4  per  cent. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  February  27,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10959.  Misbranding  of  sirup.  U.  S.  v.  978  Cans  of  Sirnp.  Decree  ordering 
release  of  product  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16387.  I.  S.  Nos.  14310-t, 
14311-t,  14312— t,  14313— t.  S.  No.  W-1098.) 

On  July  3,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Wyoming, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  978  cans  of  sirup,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  consigned  by  the  Vincent  Syrup  Co.,  Denver, 
Colo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Denver,  Colo.,  on  or 
about  May  1,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Colorado  into  the  State 
of  Wyoming,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended.  A portion  of  the  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “23 
Pounds  Net  Vincent’s  3 0 1 Table  Syrup  Flavored  with  Maple  * * * Man- 

ufactured by  Vincent  Syrup  Co.  Denver,  Colorado.”  The  remainder  of  the 
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article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “A  No.  1 Vincent’s  Leader  Cane  and  Maple 
Syrup  Vincent  2£  Lbs  Net”  (or  “5  Lbs  Net”  or  “10  Lbs  Net”)  “Vincent 
Syrup  Co.  Denver,  Colo.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  statements  appearing  on  the  cans  of  the  respective  sizes,  con- 
taining the  said  article,  “ 23  Pounds  Net,”  “ 2\  Lbs  Net,”  “ 5 Lbs  Net,”  and 
“ 10  Lbs  Net,”  were  false  and  misleading,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in 
that  the  said  cans  purported  to  contain  23  pounds,  2|  pounds,  5 pounds,  and  10 
pounds,  respectively,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  cans  did  con- 
tain less  than  23  pounds,  2j  pounds,  5 pounds,  or  10  pounds,  as  the  case  might 
be,  of  the  said  article.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was 
not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package  in  terms 
of  weight  or  measure. 

On  August  2,  1922,  the  Vincent  Syrup  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.,  having  entered  an 
appearance  as  claimant  for  the  property,  judgment  of  the  court  was  entered 
ordering  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of 
the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $500, 
in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10960.  Misbranding  of  Cadomene  tablets.  17.  S.  v.  557  Packages  of  Cad o- 
mene  Tablets.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  14381,  14382.  I.  S.  Nos.  10511-t,  10512-t. 
S.  Nos.  W— 854,  W— 855.) 

On  January  31,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  557  packages  of  Cadomene  tablets,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Blackburn  Products  Co.,  Dayton,  Ohio,  between  the  dates  of 
March  19  and  June  3,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the 
State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  tablets  contained  zinc  phosphid,  strychnine,  and 
an  iron  salt,  coated  with  calcium  carbonate  and  colored  lavender. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements  appearing  on  the  label  of  the  bottle  con- 
taining the  said  article  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  (bottle)  “ Invigorat- 
ing * * * for  the  Treatment  of  * * * Neurasthenia  (Nerve  Exhaus- 

tion), General  Debility,  Melancholy,  Dizziness,  Heart  Palpitation,  Trembling 
Weakness,  Waning  Strength,  Functional  Irritation  of  the  Urinary  Tract,  Lan- 
gour  and  many  other  Symptoms  due  to  * * * Worry,  Grief,  Intemperance, 

Dissipation,  Overwork,  Mal-Nutrition.  Convalescence  from  Influenza,  Etc. 
* * * ,”  (circular)  “ * * * the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  their  use,  are 
such  as  to  recommend  them  to  all  who  may  be  afflicted  with  * * * Neuras- 
thenia, Nervous  Exhaustion,  General  Debility,  Melancholy,  Dizziness,  Heart 
Palpitation,  Trembling  Weakness,  Waning  Strength,  Functional  Irritation  of 
the  Urinary  Tract,  Languor  and  many  other  symptoms  due  to  * * * Worry, 

Grief,  Intemperance,  Dissipation  Mal-Nutrition,  Overwork,  Etc.  * * * valu- 

able for  those  who  are  despondent,  nervous,  irritable  and  unable  to  act  natur- 
ally under  the  most  ordinary  circumstances  * * *,”  were  false  and  fraudu- 

lent, since  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  May  9,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10961.  Misbranding:  of  Egyptian  regulator  tea.  U.  S.  v.  52S  Packages,  et 
al.,  of  Egyptian  Regulator  Tea.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  14390,  14391,  14392. 
I.  S.  Nos.  10486— t,  10487— t,  10488-t.  S.  Nos.  W-857,  W-858,  W-859.) 

On  February  1,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
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condemnation  of  528  packages,  35-cent  size,  309  packages,  65-cent  size,  and  41 
packages,  $1.25  size,  of  Egyptian  regulator  tea,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Kells  Co.,  Newburgh,  N.  Y.,  between  the  dates  of  January  8 
and  November  27,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into 
the  State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consisted  of  compressed  herbs,  including  senna, 
coriander,  dog  grass,  licorice  root,  ginger,  sambucus,  cinnamon,  and  dandelion 
root. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements,  appearing  in  the  accompanying  white 
circulars  and  in  the  blue  wrappers,  (white  circular,  all  sizes)  “Egyptian 
Regulator  Tea  a Speedy  and  Positive  relief  for  Dyspepsia,  Liver  Complaint, 
Sick  Headache,  Nervousness.  * * * Nature’s  Own  Gift  to  Dyspeptic,  De- 

bilitated Men,  to  Wornout,  Nervous  Women,  to  Mothers  of  Peevish  and  Sickly 
Children,  to  Girls  Just  Budding  into  Womanhood,  to  Sufferers  from  Defective 
Nutrition  and  Blood  Diseases,  to  Corpulent  People,  whether  Male  or  Female, 
Old  or  Young.  * * * Rheumatism,  Neuralgia,  Sick  Headache,  pains  in 

all  parts  of  the  body,  Running  Sores,  Pimples,  Boils,  Carbuncles  and  Skin 
Diseases.  * * * Lung  Trouble  and  Consumption,  Premature  Old  Age,  Lack 

of  Youthful  Energy,  Beauty  and  Vigor,  Sallow  Complexion  and  Haggard, 
Careworn  Look  * * * diabetes  * * * Malaria  * * * killing  the 
Disaese  Germs  * * * Heart  Troubles,  Paralysis,  Rheumatism,  Gout 
* * * apoplexy,”  (blue  wrapper,  35-cent  and  65-cent  sizes)  “Egyptian 

Regulator  Tea  a Remedy  for  * * * Dyspepsia,  sick  headaches,  and  all 
disorders  of  the  stomach,  its  daily  use  will  purify  the  blood  remove  all 
blotches  from  the  face  and  restore  the  complexion.  Ladies  will  find  this  a 
valuable  remedy  for  all  female  complaints,  also  for  liver  and  kidney  trou- 
bles,” (blue  wrapper.  $1.25  size)  “Egyptian  Regulator  Tea  an  Excellent 
Remedy  for  * * * Dyspepsia  * * * Rheumatism,  Nervousness,  Liver 

Complaints,  Sick  Headache,  Corpulency,  etc.  * * were  false  and  fraudu- 

lent since  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  May  9,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10962.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Wine-O  and  Strawtoerri  bever- 
ages. U.  S.  v.  Janies  H.  Duncan  (Astoria  Soda  Works).  Plea  of 
guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  14560.  I.  S.  Nos.  10304-t,  10305-t.) 

On  July  23,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  James  H.  Dun- 
can, trading  as  the  Astoria  Soda  Works,  Astoria,  Oreg.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  July  23. 
1920,  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  Washington,  of  quantities  of 
Wine-0  and  Strawberri  beverages,  respectively,  which  were  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part,  respectively : “Wine-0  Flavored 
With  Fruit  and  Berry  Juices  * * * Astoria  Soda  Works  Sole  Manufac- 
turers * * * ;”  “ Purity  ASW  Strength  Strawberri  * * * Astoria  Soda 

Works  Astoria,  Oregon.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  Wine-0  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  was  a beverage  containing  a little  natural  flavoring, 
artificially  colored  and  flavored,  and  containing  saccharin;  analysis  of  a sample 
of  the  Strawberri  by  said  bureau  showed  that  it  was  a carbonated  beverage, 
artificially  colored  and  flavored  and  containing  saccharin. 

Adulteration  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  an  artificially  colored  mixture  containing  saccharin  and  flavored  with 
phosphoric  acid,  with  respect  to  the  Wine-O,  and  a product  made  from  straw- 
berries artificially  flavored  and  wdiicli  contained  a large  proportion  of  saccharin, 
with  respect  to  the  Strawberri,  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for 
“Wine-0  Flavored  With  Fruit  and  Berry  Juices,”  or  “Purity  Strength  Straw- 
berri,” to  wit,  a product  made  from  strawberries,  as  the  case  might  be,  which 
the  said  articles  purported  to  be.  Adulteration  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the 
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Wine-0  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  a product  inferior  to  a beverage 
flavored  with  fruit  and  berry  juices,  to  wit,  a mixture  containing  saccharin  and 
flavored  with  phosphoric  acid,  and  was  colored  with  certain  coal-tar  dyes,  to  wit, 
amaranth  and  orange  I,  so  as  to  simulate  the  appearance  of  a beverage  flavored 
with  fruit  and  berry  juices  and  in  a manner  whereby  its  inferiority  to  such  a 
leverage  was  concealed.  Adulteration  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  Straw- 
Perri  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  an  article  inferior  to  a product  made 
from  strawberries,  to  wit,  a mixture  artificially  flavored  and  which  contained  a 
large  portion  of  saccharin,  and  was  colored  with  a certain  coal-tar  dye,  to  wit, 
amaranth,  so  as  to  simulate  the  appearance  of  a product  made  from  straw- 
berries and  in  a manner  in  which  its  inferiority  to  such  product  was  concealed. 
Adulteration  was  alleged  with  respect  to  both  products  for  the  reason  that  they 
contained  an  added  poisonous  and  deleterious  ingredient,  to  wit,  saccharin, 
which  might  render  the  said  articles  injurious  to  health. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Wine-0 
Flavored  With  Fruit  and  Berry  Juices,”  together  with  the  design  and  device 
of  peaches,  grapes,  apples,  pineapple,  strawberry,  and  orange,  borne  on  the 
labels  attached  to  the  bottles  containing  the  Wine-O,  and  the  statement, 
“ Purity  Strength  Strawberri,”  borne  on  the  labels  attached  to  the  bottles  con- 
taming  the  Strawberri,  regarding  the  said  articles  and  the  ingredients  and 
substances  contained  therein,  were  false  and  misleading  in  that  they  repre- 
sented that  the  said  articles  were  beverages  flavored  with  fruit  juices  or  a 
product  made  from  strawberries,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  Wine-0  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead 
the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  was  a beverage  flavored  with  fruit  and 
berry  juices,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  said  Wine-0  was  not  a beverage 
flavored  with  fruit  and  berry  juices,  but  was  an  artificially  colored  mixture 
containing  saccharin,  flavored  with  phosphoric  acid,  and  which  contained 
little  or  no  fruit  and  berry  juices,  and  the  said  Strawberri  was  not  a product 
made  from  strawberries,  but  was  a mixture  artificially  flavored  and  colored  and 
which  contained  saccharin.  Misbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  Straw- 
berri for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  and  was  offered  for 
sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 

On  August  1.  1921,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 

10963.  Misbranding  of  Lung  Genuine.  U.  S.  v.  30  Bottles  of  Lnng  Gerniine, 
Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  dis- 
posed of  according  to  law.  (F.  & D.  No.  15090.  I.  S.  No.  10718— t. 
S.  No.  W— 988.) 

On  June  27,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  30  bottles  of  Lung  Genuine,  remaining  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  consigned  by  the  Lung  Genuine  Co., 
Jackson,  Mich.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  Jackson,  Midi., 
on  or  about  January  29  and  May  2,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Michigan  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  sulphuric  acid  and  water,  with 
small  quantities  of  iron  sulphate,  alcohol,  and  materials  derived  from  cod-liver 
oil  and  spices. 

It  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  that  the  article  was  misbranded  in  that 
the  bottles  and  cartons  containing  the  said  articles  were  labeled  in  part  as  fol- 
lows, (bottle)  “Treatment  For  Relief  Of  Defective  Nutrition  and  for  Increas- 
ing Strength  and  General  Health  where  Mucous  Membranes  are  Susceptible 
to  Lung  Disease  and  Pulmonary  Disorganization  with  Bronchial  Irritation. 
(In  Pre- tubercular  Stages)  * * * Use  no  other  lung  medicine  while  using 

Lung  Genuine.  Read  carefully  the  circular  accompanying  this  bottle  * * * ” 

(carton)  “ * * * Use  no  other  lung  medicine  when  using  Lung  Genuine. 
Read  carefully  the  circular  accompanying  this  bottle.  * * * Your  lungs 
Are  They  Weak  Or  Painful?  Do  your  lungs  ever  bleed?  Do  you  have  night 
sweats?  Are  you  short  of  breath?  Have  you  pain  in  chest  and  sides?  Do 
you  spit  yellow  black  matter?  Do  you  have  pains  under  your  shoulder  blades? 
These  Are  Regarded  Symptoms  of  Lung  Trouble.  Do  Not  Neglect  These  Symp- 
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toms.  Keep  Lung  Genuine  in  your  home  ready  for  immediate  use  at  the  first 
sign  of  Membraneous  Lung  Disease  or  Bronchial  Irritation  * * * Treat- 

ment For  Relief  Of  Defective  Nutrition  and  for  Increasing  Strength  and  Gen- 
eral Health  where  Mucous  Membranes  are  Susceptible  to  Lung  Diseases  and 
Pulmonary  Disorganization  with  Bronchial  Irritation  (In  Pre-tubercular 
Stages),”  which  statements  on  the  said  labels  and  cartons  were  false  and 
fraudulent,  since  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  in- 
gredients capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  April  19,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  disposed  of  by  the  United  States  marshal  according  to  law. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10964.  Misbranding:  of  Allan’s  compound  extract  of  damiana.  U.  S.  v.  lO 
Bottles  of  Allan’s  Compound  Extract  of  Damiana.  Default  decree 
of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  14788. 
S.  No.  C— 2972.) 

On  August  14,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  10  bottles  of  Allan’s  compound  extract  of  damiana,  remaining 
unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Houma,  La.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
on  or  about  February  5,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into 
the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  .that  it  consisted  of  extracts  of  plant  drugs,  including  nux 
vomica,  sugar,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  following  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of 
the  said  article,  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  bottle  and  carton  containing 
the  same,  (bottle  and  carton)  “*  * * A Tonic  For  Both  Sex  * * 

(carton)  “ * * * Aphrodisiac  * * * for  General  Weakness  * * * 

Nervous  Debility  * * *,”  together  with  the  design  and  device  of  a male 

figure  holding  to  his  lips  left  hand  of  female  figure  and  with  his  right  arm  at 
her  back,  right  hand  resting  on  her  shoulder  holding  her  right  hand,  were  false 
and  fraudulent  since  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination 
of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  contained  alcohol,  and  the  package 
failed  to  bear  a statement  on  the  label  of  the  quantity  or  proportion  of  alcohol 
contained  therein. 

On  December  7,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

G.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10965.  Misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  25  Cans,  et  al.,  of  Olive  Oil.  De- 
fault decrees  ordering  sale  of  prodnct.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  15958,  15959, 
15960,  15961,  15962,  15963.  I.  S.  Nos.  875-t,  18603-t,  18604-t,  18605-t, 
18606-t,  18607,  18609-t,  18611-t.  S.  Nos.  C-3411,  C-3412,  C-3413,  C-3414, 
C— 3415,  C-3416.) 

On  February  8,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Indiana, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
50  T^-ounce  cans,  45  pint  cans,  177  quart  cans,  61  half-gallon  cans,  and  9 
gallon  cans  of  olive  oil,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages,  in  part 
at  Indiana  Harbor,  in  part  at  Gary,  and  in  part  at  Hammond,  Ind.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  various  consignments  by  Deligiannis  Bros., 
the  Nasiacos  Importing  Co.,  and  Kakarakis  Bros.,  all  of  Chicago,  111.,  between 
the  dates  of  February  14  and  December  30,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Indiana,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  variously  labeled  in 
part:  ‘‘Net  Contents  One  Quart”  (or  “One  Pint”)  “*  * * Pure  Olive 

Oil  Universal  Brand  Deligiannis  Bros.  Chicago,  U.  S.  A.  * * * ; ” “ Contents 

i Gallon  60  FI.  Ozs.”  (or  “Contents  i Gallon  30  FI.  Ozs.,”  “Contents  15  FI. 
Oz.,”  or  “Contents  7£  FI.  Oz.”)  “Athlete  Brand  Pure  Olive  Oil  * * * 
Nasiacos  Importing  Co.,  Chicago,  111.,”  “Contents  1 Quart”  (or  “Contents  1 
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Gallon,”  “Contents  4 Gallon,”  or  “Contents  1 Pint”)  “Electra  Brand  Extra 
Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil  * * * Kakarakis  Bros.  Chicago,  111.  * * 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements  on  the  labels  of  the  respective-sized  cans  containing  the  said 
article,  to  wit,  “ Net  Contents  One  Pint,”  “ Net  Contents  One  Quart,”  “ Net 
Contents  \ Gallon,”  “ Net  Contents  74  Fluid  Ounces,”  and  “ Net  Contents  1 
Gallon,”  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  in 
that  the  said  statements  did  not  correctly  state  the  amount  of  the  article  con- 
tained in  the  said  cans. 

On  June  14,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
the  court  was  entered  finding  that  the  Government  was  entitled  to  the  entry  of 
decrees  in  the  cases,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  sold 
by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10966.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  100  Sacks  and  108 
Sacks  of  Flour.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture. 
Product  released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16292,  16310.  I.  S.  Nos 
10866— t,  14438— t.  S.  Nos.  W-1081,  W-1083.) 

On  May  5 and  12, 1922,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  North- 
ern District  of  California,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  208  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Mark  P.  Miller  Milling  Co.,  Moscow,  Idaho,  April  17,  1922,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  Idaho  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging 
adulteration  with  respect  to  a portion  of  the  said  article  and  adulteration  and 
misbranding  with  respect  to  the  remainder  thereof,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and* 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  A portion  of  the  article  was  tabled  in  part : “ Weight 
98  Pounds  Net  Mark  P.  Miller  Milling  Company,  Moscow,  Idaho,  Bluestem  Clear 
Bleached  L.”  The  remainder  of  the  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Silver  Drop 
Flour  Made  From  Selected  Winter  Wheat  Genesee,  Idaho  Matured  and 
Bleached.” 

Adulteration  of  both  brands  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce,  lower, 
and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  portion  of  the  article  labeled 
“ Bluestem  Clear  Bleached  ” for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “ Weight  98 
Pounds  Net,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity 
of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the 
package. 

On  June  5,  1922,  the  Mark  P.  Miller  Milling  Co.,  Moscow,  Idaho,  having  en- 
tered an  appearance  as  claimant  for  the  property  and  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon 
payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggre- 
gate sum  of  $1,600,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part 
that  the  said  product  be  made  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  act, 
under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  AgHculture. 

10967.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  flour.  U.  S.  t.  400  Sacks  of  Flonr. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  re- 
leased under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16299.  I.  S.  No.  10868-t.  S.  No. 
W— 1082.) 

On  May  10,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  400  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Cas- 
cade Milling  & Elevator  Co.,  Cascade,  Mont.,  April  13,  1922,  and  transported 
ifrom  the  State  of  Montana  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adultera- 
tion and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Cascade  Flour  Highest  Patent  Cascade  Milling 
and  Ele.  Co.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously 
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affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said 
article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package 
form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously 
marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  May  23,  1922,  A.  G.  King  and  G.  E.  Mattocks,  copartners,  trading  as  the 
Consolidated  Flour  Mills  Co.,  claimants,  having  consented  to  a decree,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimants  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the 
proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $2,000,  in  conformity 
with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  said  product  be  made  to 
conform  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of  this  de- 
partment. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10968.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  60  Sacks  of  Flour. 

Decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under 
bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16535.  I.  S.  No.  21805-t.  S.  No.  W-1129.) 

On  June  30,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  60  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  Seattle,  Wash,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Royal  Mill- 
ing Co.,  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  April  28,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Montana  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Sacks)  “Royal  Milling  Co.  Bakers  Patent  Great  Falls,  Mont. 
Bleached  98  Lbs.  Regal  Flour.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said 
article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  ap- 
pearing on  the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the  said  article,  “ 98  Lbs.,”  was 
false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  [food]  in  package  form, 
and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on 
the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  July  19,  1922,  the  Royal  Milling  Co.,  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture 
was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to 
said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution 
of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $250,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  condi- 
tioned in  part  that  the  product  be  reconditioned  and  properly  labeled,  under  the 
supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10969.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  canned  clams.  U.  S.  v.  300  Cases 
and  80  Cases  of  Clams.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture.  Product  released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16443, 
16444.  I.  S.  Nos.  14413— t,  14414-t,  14416-t.  S.  Nos.  W-1110,  W-llll.) 

On  June  21,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  300  cases  of  razor  clams  and  80  cases  of  unlabeled  clams,  re- 
maining in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Grays  Harbor  Fisheries  & Packing  Co.,  Bay 
City,  Wash.,  June  2,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Washington  into 
the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding,  with  respect 
to  the  former,  and  adulteration,  with  respect  to  the  latter,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  razor  clams  were  labeled  in  part : (Can) 
“ Cluff  Brand  Fresh  Minced  Razor  Clams  Contents  7 Oz.  Meat  Contents  3-J 
Oz.  * * 

Adulteration  was  alleged  in  the  libels  with  respect  to  both  brands  of  the 
article  for  the  reason  that  water  or  clam  juice  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  razor  clams  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement  appearing  on  the  cans  containing  the  said  article,  “ Meat  Contents 
3^  Oz.”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  and 
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for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  [food]  in  package  form,  and  the 
quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  out- 
side of  the  package. 

On  July  18,  1922,  the  Grays  Harbor  Fisheries  & Packing  Co.,  Bay  City,  Wash., 
having  entered  an  appearance  as  claimant  for  the  property  through  its  agent, 
Walter  C.  Zinn,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of 
decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  products  be  released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate 
sum  of  $1,752.62,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part 
that  the  said  products  be  made  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  act, 
under  the  supervision  of  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10970.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Wood’s  concentrated  sweetener. 

T.  S.  v.  1 5-Pound  Can  of  Wood’s  Concentrated  Sweetener.  Con- 
sent decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  13003.  I.  S.  No.  9352-r.  S.  No.  C-2012.) 

On  July  10,  1920,  the  Un  ted  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1 5-pound  can  of  Wood’s  concentrated  sweetener,  remaining 
in  the  original  unbroken  package  at  Gulfport.  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  the  W.  B.  Wood  Mfg.  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  or  about 
June  25,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of 
Mississippi,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ W'ood’s  Special  Con- 
centrated Sweetener  500-500  Soluble  in  Cold  Water  Not  sold  as  a drug 
W.  B.  Wood  Mfg.  Co.,  St.  Louis,  * * 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that 
saccharin  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part 
for  the  said  article.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  it 
contained  an  added  poisonous  and  deleterious  ingredient,  to  wit,  saccharin, 
which  rendered  said  art  cle  injurious  to  health. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  on  the  label  of 
the  can  containing  the  article,  as  follows,  “ * * * Special  Concentrated 

Sweetener  500,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  pur- 
chaser, in  that  the  said  statement  represented  the  article  as  being  500  times 
sweeter  than  sugar,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of  and  was 
offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 

On  July  3,  1922,  the  owner  of  the  product  having  entered  an  appearance  and 
consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United 
States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10971.  Misbranding  of  Euca-Mol.  U.  S.  t.  72  Bottles,  et  al,  of  Euca-Mul. 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and.  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  Nos.  14253,  14254,  14255,  14270,  14271,  14272,  14273,  14274.  S.  Nos. 

C— 2730,  C— 2731,  C-2732,  C-2748,  C-2749,  C-2750,  C-2751.) 

On  January  27  and  31,  1921,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Western  District  of  Missouri,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels 
for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  25i  dozen  large  bottles  and  116|  dozen 
small  bottles  of  Euca-Mul,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages, 
in  part  at  Kansas  City  and  in  part  at  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  Edward  G.  Binz,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  between  the  dates 
of  September  1 and  December  20,  1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
California  into  the  State  of  Missouri,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Large  size  bottle)  “Euca-Mul  Binz  * * * Indicated  In  Croup  Bronchitis 

Bronchial  Asthma  Tuberculosis  Whooping  Cough  and  other  throat  and  lung 
affections  * * * relieves  bronchitis  and  bronchial  asthma.  Especially  ef- 
fective in  cough  of  phthisis  and  Whooping  Cough.  * * * Manf’d  by  Edw.  G. 

Binz  Company  * * * Los  Angeles,  Cal.,”  (bottle  and  small  size  carton) 

“ Gives  immediate  Relief  in  * * * Croup,  Pneumonia,  Whooping  Cough, 
Consumption  and  any  Lung  or  Throat  Trouble  * * * excellent  for  all 
Chronic  Throat  and  Lung  Troubles.  It  builds  up  resisting  power  in  patient. 
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controls  the  cough  * * (circular)  “Will  * * * relieve  any  kind  of 

cough ; will  relieve  all  chronic  coughs,  and  will  arrest  paroxysms  in  whooping 
cough  * * *,  For  Whooping  Cough  * * * Use  this  method  of  treatment, 

regularly,  and  you  will  find  that  you  will  control  the  whooping  cough  in  a 
short  time.  Consumption  In  this  trouble,  use  Euca-Mul  * * * for  the 

■effect  in  the  disease,  regardless  of  the  cough,  * * * Asthma  This  disease 

should  be  treated  with  Euca-Mul  * * * Croup  * * * Euca-Mul  will  be 

appreciated  in  this  disease  * * * The  persistent  use  of  Euca-Mul  brings 

the  best  result  * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  an  emulsion  of  eucalyptus  oil,  reducing 
sugar,  glycerin,  gum,  alcohol,  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements,  appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  said 
bottles  and  cartons  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  as  the  case  might  be, 
were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  said  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredi- 
ent or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  curative  and  thera- 
peutic effects  claimed  in  the  said  statements. 

On  September  17  and  19,  1921,  respectively,  no  claimant  having  appeared 
for  the  property,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States 
marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10972.  Misbranding-  of  Lakosine.  U.  S.  v.  1 Gross  Packages  of  Lnkosine. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre,  and  destruction. 
(F.  & D.  No.  15051.  S.  No.  C-2908.) 

On  June  21,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1 gross  packages  of  Lukosine,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
packages  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by 
the  National  Drug  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  May  28,  1921,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consisted  of  a powder  containing  approximately  80 
per  cent  of  boric  acid  and  small  proportions  of  zinc  sulphate,  alum,  and  a 
salicylate,  and  traces  of  alkaloid,  phenol,  thymol,  and  menthol,  colored  pink. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  following  statements  appearing  on  the  label  of  the  package  con- 
taining the  said  article,  regarding  its  curative  and  therapeutic  effect,  “ Indi- 
cations Gonorrhea,  Leucorrhea  * * * Inflammation  of  Mucous  Membranes, 

Catarrh,  Ulcers,  Etc,”  were  false  and  fraudulent  since  the  said  article  con- 
tained no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
effects  claimed. 

On  December  12,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
uourt  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10973.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  1,740 
Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  15798.  S.  No.  C— 2914.) 

On  March  24V'1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1,740  cases  of  tomato  puree,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  Sisk  & Son,  Milton,  Del.,  in  part  on  or  about  November  1,  and  in 
part  on  or  about  November  3,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware into  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 

“ ‘ Duke  of  Maryland  ’ Brand  Tomato  Puree  * * * Packed  by  J.  B.  An- 

drews & Co.  at  Hurlock,  Md.,  U.  S.  A.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance." 
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Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to 
wit,  “ Packed  by  J.  P.  Andrews  & Co.  at  Hurlock,  Md.,  U.  S.  A.,”  was  false 
and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 

On  May  25,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10074.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  cottonseed  meal  and  misbrand- 
ing of  cottonseed  cake.  U.  S.  v.  McCall  Cotton  & Oil  Co.,  a Cor- 
poration. Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $400.  (F.  & D.  No.  15841.  I.  S. 

Nos.  10790— t,  10804— t,  10805-t.) 

On  February  25,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  McCall  Cotton 
& Oil  Co.,  a corporation,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  from  the  State  of  Arizona 
into  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  on  or  about  November  15,  1920,  and  April  22, 
1921,  respectively,  of  quantities  of  cottonseed  meal,  a portion  of  which  was 
adulterated  and  misbranded  and  the  remainder  of  which  was  misbranded,  and 
on  or  about  April  1,  1921,  of  a quantity  of  cottonseed  cake  which  was  mis- 
branded. The  November  15,  1920,  shipment  of  cottonseed  meal  was  labeled  in 
part:  “ 100  Pounds  (Net)  Cracked  Cottonseed  Meal  * * * Guaranteed  analy- 
sis Protein  43.00  per  cent  * * The  April  22,  1921,  shipment  of  cotton- 

seed meal  was  unlabeled,  but  was  invoiced  as  “ Cottonseed  Meal  43%.”  The 
cottonseed  cake  was  labeled  in  part:  “ * * * Brand-McCall  Co.  McCall 

Cotton  & Oil  Co.  Phoenix,  Arizona  Guaranteed  Analysis  Crude  Protein  43.00 
per  cent.” 

Analysis,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  a sample  from 
each  of  the  consignments  of  cottonseed  meal  showed  that  it  contained  38.96  and 
38.61  per  cent,  respectively,  of  protein.  Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  cottonseed 
cake  by  said  bureau  showed  that  it  contained  41  per  cent  of  protein. 

Adulteration  of  the  April  22,  1921,  shipment  of  cottonseed  meal  was  alleged 
in  the  information  for  the  reason  that  a cottonseed  meal  of  less  than  43  per 
cent  of  protein,  to  wit,  a cottonseed  meal  which  contained  approximately  38.96 
per  cent  of  protein,  had  been  substituted  for  a cottonseed  meal  which  contained 
43  per  cent  of  protein,  which  the  said  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  of  the  same  shipment  of  cottonseed  meal  was  alleged  for  the 
reason  that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was 
not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  November  15,  1920.  shipment 
of  cottonseed  meal  and  the  cottonseed  cake  for  the  reason  that  the  statements, 
respectively,  to  wit,  “ Protein  43.00  per  cent  ” and  “ Crude  Protein  43.00  per 
cent,”  borne  on  the  tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  respective  articles, 
regarding  the  said  articles  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein, 
were  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  said  statements  represented  that  the  arti- 
cles contained  not  less  than  43  per  cent  of  protein,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  they  were  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser 
into  the  belief  that  they  contained  not  less  than  43  per  cent  of  protein,  whereas, 
in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  articles  did  contain  less  than  43  per  cent  of  protein, 
to  wit.  33.61  per  cent  or  41  per  cent,  as  the  case  might  be,  of  protein. 

On  March  7,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  wasi  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $400. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10975.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  George  F.  Gntsliall  (Chatta- 
nooga Mercantile  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50  and  costs. 
(F.  & D.  No.  16023.  I.  S.  No.  18201-t.) 

On  April  10,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Oklahoma,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
George  F.  Gutshall,  trading  as  Chattanooga  Mercantile  Co.,  Chattanooga,  Okla., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
on  or  about  August  15.  1921,  from  the  State  of  Oklahoma  into  the  State  of 
Texas  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were  adulterated. 

Examination,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department,  of  720  eggs 
from  the  consignment  showed  that  413,  or  57.3  per  cent  of  those  examined, 
were  inedible  eggs,  consisting  of  mixed  or  white  rots,  spot  rots,  blood  rings, 
blood  rots,  and  chick  rots. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy  and  decomposed  and  putrid 
animal  substance. 

On  May  29,  1S22,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10976.  Adulteration  and  misbi'anding  of  vinegar.  U.  S.  v.  20  Cases  and  6 
Barrels  of  Vinegar.  Decree  adjudging  product  adulterated  and 
misbranded  and  ordering  its  destruction.  (P.  & D.  Nos.  16103, 
16104.  I.  S.  Nos.  17209— t,  17211-t.  S.  Nos.  E-3841,  E-3842.) 

On  April  26,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
West  Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  20  cases  and  6 barrels  of  vinegar,  remaining  unsold  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  the  De  Luxe  Products  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  in  part  Sep- 
tember 22,  and  in  part  December  27,  1921,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  West  Virginia,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  portion  of  the 
product  contained  in  the  said  cases  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottle)  “ De  Luxe 
Brand  Pure  Cider  Vinegar  Made  From  Apple  Juice  * * * Bottled  & 

Guaranteed  by  DeLuxe  Products  Co.  N.  S.  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  * * *.”  The  re- 
mainder of  the  said  product  was  labeled  in  part:  (Barrel)  “ De  Luxe  Products 
Co.  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  DeLuxe  Pure  Cider  Vinegar.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  distilled  vinegar,  with  respect  to  the  article  contained  in  the  said  cases, 
and  evaporated  apple  products  vinegar  and  distilled  vinegar,  with  respect  to 
the  article  contained  in  the  said  barrels,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith 
so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had 
been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  article.  Adulteration  was  alleged 
with  respect  to  the  article  contained  in  the  said  barrels  for  the  further  reason 
that  it  was  artificially  colored  in  a manner  whereby  damage  and  inferiority 
were  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  said  article 
was  branded  as  containing  pure  cider  vinegar,  which  said  branding  was  false 
and  misleading  and  deceptive  for  the  reason  that  it  did  not  contain  pure  cider 
vinegar.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was 
offered  for  sale  under  the  said  false  brand  of  pure  cider  vinegar,  which  is  a 
brand  distinct  and  separate  from  the  true  nature  and  character  of  the  said 
article. 

On  June  13,  1922,  a decree  of  the  court  was  entered  adjudging  the  article  to 
be  adulterated  and  misbranded,  and  ordering  that  it  be  destroyed  by  the  United 
States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10977.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  800  Bags,  et  al,  of 
Flour.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16315,  16320,  16328,  16817, 
16818.  I.  S.  Nos.  14443— t,  14439-t.  14440-t,  14445-t,  8082-v,  8083-v. 
S.  Nos.  W— 1084,  W— 1085,  W-1086,  W-1089,  W-1212,  W-1213.) 

On  May  12,  15,  and  17,  and  September  19.  1922,  respectively,  the  United. 
States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  California,  acting  upon  reports  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
said  district"  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  3,460  sacks  of  flour,  re- 
maining in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  consigned 
by  the  Kalispell  Flour  Mill  Co.,  Kalispell,  Mont.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  from  Kalispell,  Mont.,  between  the  dates  of  April  25  and  August 
14,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Montana  into  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  variously : “ The 
Royal  Milling  Co.  Rex  * * * Kalispell  Flour  Mill  Company,  Kalispell  Mon- 

tana. 98  Lbs. “ 100%  Strong  Diamond  Hitch  Hard  Wheat  Flour  Manufac- 
tured For  Royal  Milling  Co.  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  Bleached  98  Lbs. ; ” “ Liberty 
Patent  Flour  Made  From  Selected  Hard  Wheat  * * * 98  Lbs.  Net  When 

Packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that 
water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for 
the  said  article. 
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Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  ap- 
pearing on  the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  to  wit,  “98  Lbs.,” 
was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding 
was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  [food]  in  package  form, 
and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on 
the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  May  18,  24,  and  26,  and  September  19,  1922,  respectively,  IT.  H.  Cook,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  and  the  Kalispell  Flour  Mill  Co.,  Kalispell,  Mont.,  having  en- 
tered their  appearance  as  claimants  for  the  respective  portions  of  the  property 
and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be 
released  to  the  respective  claimants  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceed- 
ings and  the  execution  of  good  and  sufficient  bonds,  in  conformity  with  section 
10  of  the  act.  conditioned  in  part  that  the  said  product  he  made  to  conform 
with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugs  ley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10978.  Adulteration,  and  misbranding'  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  620  Sacks,  et  al,  of 
Flour.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16458,  16459,  16460.  I.  S. 
Nos.  14420— t,  14421— t,  14423-t.  S.  Nos.  W-1115,  W-1117,  W-1118.) 

On  June  28,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  1,380  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  part  by 
the  Kalispell  Flour  Mills,  Kalispell,  Mont.,  on  or  about  June  16,  1922,  and  in 
part  by  the  Jennison  Mills  Co.,  Williston,  N.  D.,  in  two  consignments,  on  or  about 
June  9 and  16, 1922,  respectively,  and  transported  from  the  States  of  Montana 
and  North  Dakota,  respectively,  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adul- 
teration and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  variously : “ Challenger  98  Lbs. “ The  Rugby 
Milling  Company  World’s  Best  * * * Rugby,  North  Dakota  98  Lbs.  Net 
When  Packed  * * * “ Fancy  Clear  Flour  Bar  Nun  * * * The  Jen- 
nison Mills  Company,  Williston,  North  Dakota,  98  Lbs.  Net  When  Packed  Bar 
Nun.” 

Adulteration  of  the  Challenger  brand  flour  was  alleged  in  one  of  the  libels 
for  the  reason  that  bleached  flour  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for 
the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  with  respect  to  all  of  the  product  for 
the  reason  that  the  respective  statements  appearing  on  the  sacks  containing 
the  article,  to  wit,  “ 98  Lbs.”  or  “ 98  Lbs.  Net  When  Packed,”  as  the  case 
might  be,  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  [food]  in  package  form,  and  the 
quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  out- 
side of  the  package. 

On  June  29  and  July  14,  1922,  respectively,  H.  H.  Cook,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  and  the  Jennison  Mills  Co.,  Williston,  N.  D.,  having  entered  their  ap- 
pearances as  claimants  for  the  respective  portions  of  the  property  and  having 
consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture 
were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to 
the  respective  claimants  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the 
execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $5,227.50,  in  conformity  with  sec- 
tion 10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  said  product  be  made  to  con 
form  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of  this  de- 
partment. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  . 

10979.  Misbranding  of  flour.  TJ.  S.  t.  140  Sacks  of  Flonr.  Decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under  bond.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  16542.  I.  S.  No.  14043-t.  S.  No.  W-1130.) 

On  June  30,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  140  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Seattle.  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article,  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Riehardton  Milling  Co.,  Richardton,  N.  D.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
North  Dakota  into  the  State  of  Washington,  reaching  Seattle  on  May  6,  1922, 
and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
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The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Sacks)  “ Richardton  Milling  Company  In- 
corporated Never  Fails  Fancy  Flour  * * * Bleached  98  Lbs.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  statement  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the 
article,  “ 98  Lbs.,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  pur- 
chaser. Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was 
food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and 
conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  July  14,  1922,  the  J.  A.  Campbell  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture 
was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to 
the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execu- 
tion of  a good  and  sufficient  bond,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

109S0.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  t>10  Sacks  of  Flour.  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under  bond. 

(F.  &.  D.  No.  16278.  I.  S.  No.  10865-t.  S.  No.  W-1079.) 

On  or  about  May  5,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  610  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Waco  [W'asco]  Warehouse  & Milling  Co.,  from  The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  April  20. 
1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  California, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Sacks)  “Liberty  Patent  Flour  C.  A.  Hutton  Flour  Co., 
Inc.  Distributors  San  Francisco,  Cal.  Bleached  98  Lbs.  When  Packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously 
affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said 
article. 

On  May  26,  1922,  Harold  P.  Hutton,  claimant,  having  consented  to  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the 
cost  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $1,800,  in  con- 
formity writh  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  made  to  con- 
form with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of  this  depart- 
ment. 

i - ■ ! j.  C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10981.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  flour.  XT.  S.  v.  510  Sacks  of  Flour. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  re- 
leased under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16279.  I.  S.  No.  10862— t.  S.  No. 
W— 1078.) 

On  May  4,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Cali- 
fornia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  Said  district  a libel,  and  on  May  11, 
1922,  an  amended  libel,  praying  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  510  sacks 
of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Houser  & Son,  from 
Pomeroy,  Wash.,  April  18,  1922.  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Washington  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Sacks)  “The  Master  Baker  Manufactured  By  Houser  & Son 

Pomeroy,  Wash.  * * * Bakers  Flour.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that 
water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  in- 
juriously affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  appearing  on 
the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  “ Bakers  Flour,”  was  false 
and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 

On  June  2,  1922,  W.  J.  Houser  and  Bertha  Houser,  copartners,  trading 
as  Houser  & Son,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  claimants,  haying  consented  to  a 
decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimants  upon 
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payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the 
sum  of  $1,250,  in  eomformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part 
that  it  be  made  to  conform  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the 
supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10982.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  floor.  U.  S.  v.  4,000  Sacks,  et  al, 
of  Flour.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeitnre. 

Product  released  nnder  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16421,  16422,  16423, 
16700.  I.  S.  Nos.  14201— t,  14202-t,  14203-t,  14204-t,  8067-v.  S.  Nos. 
W-1100,  W-1101,  W— 1102,  W— 1103,  W— 1179.) 

On  June  17  and  August  4,  1922,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney 
for  the  Northern  District  of  California,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said 
district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  6,095  sacks  of  Hour,  re- 
maining in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging- 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  part  by  Kerr  Gifford  & Co.  and  in  part 
by  the  Portland  Flouring  Mills  Co.,  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  between  the  dates 
of  May  22  and  June  1,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into 
the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  variously 
in  part : “Olympic  Flour  Made  in  U.  S.  A.  By  The  Portland  Flouring  Mills- 
Co.  Bleached  98  Lbs.  Net  * * * ; ” “ Victory  Bell  Flour  Manufactured  By 

Kerr  Gifford  & Co.  Inc.  Portland,  Oregon.  Bleached  98  Lbs.  Net  * * * 

“ Magnolia  Choice  Pastry  Flour  The  Portland  Flouring  Mills  Co.  Bleached 
98  Lbs.  * * * “Colonial  Flour.  * * * Bleached  Net  Weight  98  Lbs. 

When  Packed;”  “Viking  Flour  Manufactured  By  Kerr  Gifford  & Co.  Inc.  Port- 
land. Oregon  * * * 98  Lbs.  Net  When  Packed  Bleached.” 

Adulteration  was  alleged  in  the  libels,  with  respect  to  the  Olympic,  Victory 
Bell,  and  Magnolia  brands  of  flour,  for  the  reason  that  water  had  been  mixed 
and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance,  with  respect  to  the  Olympic,  Victory 
Bell,  Colonial,  and  Viking  brands  of  flour,  for  the  reason  that  the  respective 
statements  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  to  wit, 
“ 98  Lbs.,”  “ 98  Lbs.  Net,”  or  “ Net  Weight  98  Lbs.  When  Packed,”  as  the  case 
might  be,  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and 
the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on 
the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  June  19,  August  3,  and  August  11,  1922,  respectively,  Kerr  Gifford  & Co., 
Portland,  Oreg.,  and  the  California-Olympic  Flour  Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
having  entered  their  appearances  as  claimants  for  respective  portions  of  the 
property  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
product  be  released  to  the  respective  claimants  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of 
the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  good  and  sufficient  bonds,  in  conformity 
with  section  10  of  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  said  product  be 
made  to  conform  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of 

this  department.  q \y.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10983.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  500  Sacks  of  Flour. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  re- 
leased under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16610.  I.  S.  No.  8051— v.  S.  No. 
W— 1153.) 

On  July  10,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  500  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by 
R.  P.  T.  Jossem  & Son,  Holmes,  Wash.,  on  or  about  June  12,  1922,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Washington  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging 
adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
and  bleached  flour  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package 
form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked 
on  the  outside  of  the  package. 
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On  July  18,  1922,  H.  H.  Cook,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  claimant,  having  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the 
said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution 
of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $1,100,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  condi- 
tioned in  part  that  it  be  made  to  conform  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act, 
under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

100S4.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  off  flour.  U.  S.  v.  3,000  Sacks  and 
2,200  Sacks  of  Flour.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture. Product  released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16617,  16641. 
I.  S.  Nos.  8052— v,  8054— v.  S.  Nos.  W-1154,  W-1159.) 

On  July  11  and  18,  1922,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Northern  District  of  California,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels 
for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  5,200  sacks  of  flour,  consigned  by  the 
.Seattle  Flour  Mills,  Seattle,  Wash.,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from 
Seattle,  Wash.,  in  part  on  or  about  June  28,  1922,  and  in  part  July  17,  1922, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Washington  into  the  State  of  California, 
and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Seattle  Flour  Mills  White 
Sponge  * * * Seattle,  Wash.  U.  S.  A.  Flour  Bleached  98  Lbs.  Best 
Bakers.” 

Adulteration  was  alleged  in  the  libel  with  respect  to  a portion  of  the  article 
for  the  reason  that  water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  with  respect  to  both  consignments  of 
the  article  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the 
sacks  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit,  “ 98  Lbs.”  or  “ 98  Lbs.  Net  When 
Packed,”  as  the  case  might  be,  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled 
the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article 
was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  July  13  and  19,  1922,  respectively,  the  Seattle  Flour  Mills,  Seattle,  Wash., 
having  entered  appearances  as  claimant  for  the  property  through  its  agent, 
A.  Hillebrandt,  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $21,300,  in  con- 
formity with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  said  product 
be  made  to  conform  with  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10J>S5.  Misbranding-  off  flour.  U.  S.  v.  1,660  Sacks  of  Flour.  Consent  de- 
cree of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under 
bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16640.  I.  S.  No.  8053-v.  S.  No.  W-1157.) 

On  July  17,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  1,660  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  Rose  Flour  Mills,  from  Portland,  Greg.,  July  6,  1922,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  misbrand- 
ing in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Sacks)  “Allen’s  Bakers  Flour  Manufactured  For  Allen 

Flour  Company  San  Francisco  Los  Angeles,  Cal.  Bleached  Net  Weight  98 
Lbs.  When  Packed.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  statement  appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the 
said  article,  “ 98  Lbs.,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the 
purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article 
was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  July  25,  1922,  the  Allen  Flour  Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  claimant,  hav- 
ing consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  en- 
tered, and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said 
■claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a 
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good  and  sufficient  bond,  in  comformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned 
in  part  that  it  be  made  to  conform  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act,  under 
the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

109S6.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  620  Sacks  of  Flour. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  re- 
leased under  bond.  (P.  & D.  No.  16651.  I.  S.  No.  8058-v.  S.  No. 
W— 1162.) 

On  July  20,  1922,  the -United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  620  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Oakland,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Cen- 
tennial Mill  Co.,  Spokane.  Wash.,  on  or  about  July  7,  1922,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Washington  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adul- 
teration and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Sack)  “Marquis  Patent  Flour  Bleached 
98  Lbs.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said 
article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “ 98  Lbs.,”  ap- 
pearing on  the  label  of  the  sack  containing  the  article,  was  false  and  mislead- 
ing and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of 
the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the 
package. 

On  July  31,  1922,  the  Albers  Bros.  Milling  Co.,  Oakland,  Calif.,  claimant, 
having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  re- 
leased to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  a good  and  sufficient  bond,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of 
the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  made  to  conform  with  the  provisions 
of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10987.  Adulteration  and  misbi'andingr  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  1,498  Sacks  of 
Flour.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  16667.  I.  S.  No.  8061— v.  S.  No. 
W— 1165.) 

On  July  25,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  1,498  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  Crown  Mills,  Portland,  Oreg.,  July  11,  1922,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Sacks)  “Allen’s  Bakers  Flour  Manufactured  For  Allen 
Flour  Company,  San  Francisco — Los  Angeles,  Cal.  Bleached  Net  Weight  98 
Lbs.  When  Packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the 
said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement 
appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  “ 98  Lbs.,”  was 
false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  and  for  the  fur- 
ther reason  that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents 
was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  July  27,  1922,  the  Allen  Flour  Co.  having  entered  an  appearance  as 
claimant  for  the  property  through  its  agent,  W.  Y.  Byrne,  and  having  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the 
said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution 
of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $5,600,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act.  .condi- 
tioned in  part  that  it  be  made  to  conform  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act, 
under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10988.  Misbranding  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  300  Sacks,  ef  al,  of  Flour.  Consent 
decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under 
bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16689.  16743,  16744.  I.  S.  Nos.  8066-v,  8070-v, 
8071— v.  S.  Nos.  W— 1176,  W-1189,  W-1190.) 

On  July  31  and  August  10,  1922,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for 
the  Northern  District  of  California,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district 
libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  2,112  sacks  of  flour,  a portion  of 
which  was  consigned  by  the  Montana  Flour  Mills  Co.,  in  part  from  Great  Falls, 
Mont.,  and  in  part  from  Harlowton,  Mont.,  and  the  remainder  of  which  was 
consigned  by  the  F.  M.  Martin  Grain  & Mills  Co.,  Cheney,  Wash.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  part  on  July  15,  1922,  and  in  part  on  or  about 
July  29,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  States  of  Washington  and  Montana, 
respectively,  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  A portion  of  the  article  was 
labeled  in  part : “ Montana  Flour  Mills  Co.  Sapphire  Made  From  Selected 
Hard  Wheat  Matured  Bleached  98  Lbs.  Net.”  The  remainder  of  the  article 
was  labeled  in  part : “ F.  M.  Martin  Grain  & Milling  Co.  Martin’s  Best  High- 
est Patent  Flour  Made  From  Selected  Wheat  Manufactured  at  Cheney,  Wash- 
ington. Net  Weight  98  Lbs.  When  Packed.  * * * Bleached.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  statement  appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  sacks  containing  the 
said  article,  “ 98  Lbs.,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the 
purchaser.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article 
was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

An  August  3,  11,  and  15,  1922,  respectively,  A.  S.  Ferguson,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  the  F.  M.  Martin  Grain  & Milling  Co.,  Cheney,  Wash.,  and  W.  F.  Williams, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  having  entered  their  appearances  as  claimants  for  the 
respective  portions  of  the  property  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  de- 
crees, judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  respective  claimants 
upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  good  and 
sufficient  bonds,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part 
that  the  said  product  be  made  to  conform  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act, 
under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10989.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  flour.  IT.  S.  v.  100  Sacks,  et  al,  of 
Flour.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  16673,  16770.  I.  S.  Nos. 
8065f-v,  8072— v,  8073-v.  S.  Nos.  W-1168,  W-1200,  W-1201.) 

On  July  27  and  August  24,  1922,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for 
the  Northern  District  of  California,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district 
libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  400  sacks  of  flour,  remaining  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  by  the  Astoria  Flouring  Mills  Co.,  from  Astoria,  Oreg.,  in 
part  July  19,  and  in  part  August  9,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Oregon  into  the  State  of  California,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbrand- 
ing with  respect  to  a portion  of  the  said  flour  and  misbranding  with  respect 
to  the  remainder,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  A por- 
tion of  the  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Airota  * * * Made  for  Bakers 

Exclusively  Pure  Hard  Wheat  Flour  Manufactured  By  Astoria  Flouring  Mills 
Co.  Astoria,  Oregon.  Bleached  Net  Weight  98  Lbs.  When  Packed.”  The  re- 
mainder of  the  said  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Golden  Wave  Flour  Manu- 
factured by  Astoria  Flouring  Mills  Co.,  * * * 98  Lbs.  When  Packed.” 

Adulteration  was  alleged  in  the  libels  with  respect  to  the  Airota  brand  flour 
for  the  reason  that  water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower 
and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  had  been  substituted  wholly 
or  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  with  respect  to  both  brands  of  the 
article  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  sacks 
containing  the  said  article,  “ 98  Lbs.,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived 
and  misled  the  purchaser,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  food  in  pack- 
age form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously 
marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package,  since  the  quantity  stated  was  not  correct. 

On  August  15  and  September  2,  1922,  respectively,  the  Astoria  Flouring  Mills 
Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  con- 
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demnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  tbe  court  that 
the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the 
proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $1,325,  in  conformity  with 
section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  made  to  conform  with  the 
provisions  of  the  said  act,  under  the  supervision  of  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture ^ 

10990.  Mistoraiitling*  of  Woods  V.  talmles.  IT.  S.  t.  22  Boxes  of  Woods  V. 

Tabules.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  14129.  S.  No.  C-2658.) 

On  January  1,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel,  and  on  January  8, 
1922,  an  amended  libel,  praying  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  22  boxes  of 
Woods  Y.  tabules.  at  Shreveport,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  Edward  J.  Woods,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  March  5,  1919,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  tablets  contained  zinc  phosphid,  strychnine,  and 
extract  of  plant  drugs,  including  a laxative  drug,  coated  with  sugar  and  cal- 
cium carbonate  and  an  outer  covering  of  silver. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  as  amended 
for  the  reason  that  the  following  statements  appearing  in  the  labeling  of  the 
said  article,  regarding  its  curative  and  therapeutic  effects,  (carton)  “ Y * * * 
Invigorant  Stimulant  * * * Sustainer  * * *”  (box)  “Extra  Potency 

* * * Y Tabules  * * * Stimulant  * * * Strengthener  * * * 

Add  Joy  To  Your  Life  * * (yellow  circular)  “Wonderful  Strengthener 

* * * Y Tabules  The  Y stands  for  Vigor.  ‘Woods  Yigor  Tabules.’  ‘Worth 

Their  Weight  In  Gold,’  ” (circular  headed  “ See  What  a Few  Boxes  of  Woods 
V Tabules  May  Do  ” ) “ Woods  V Tabules  * * * are  what  a man  of  manly 

nature  wants  to  make  him  mentally  and  physically  vigorous.  They  are  what 
an  ambitious  woman  wants  to  aid  in  making  her  vivacious  and  attractive. 
They  make  life  worth  living!  * * * Overcome  lethargy,  acquire  physical 

and  mental  efficiency.  Enjoy  life — every  minute  of  it.  * * * Away  with 

Melancholy ! * * * The  person  who  ignores  the  laws  of  Nature  * * * 

might  have  been  saved  all  the  misery  of  bad  health  and  melancholia  if  he  had 
used  Woods  V Tabules  and  relied  upon  * * * them,”  (green  circular) 

“An  Extremely  Efficacious  Reconstructive  Remedy  * * * When  there  is 

Inability  to  think  clearly  * * * use  Woods  Y Tabules.  For  nervous  de- 
bility * * * lack  of  enthusiasm  * * * inability  to  look  others  in  the 
eyes,  feeling  of  being  conspired  against  or  followed  and  hounded  by  enemies, 
enervation  of  mind  or  body,  inability  to  conduct  oneself  cleverly  enough  to 
gain  and  maintain  the  affection  of  one  of  the  opposite  sex  * * * for  these 

or  any  other  mental  or  physical  condition  where  real  stimulation  and  energy 
are  required — try  Woods  Y Tabules.  For  * * * cheerfulness,  new  vitality, 

virility  and  all-round  manly  (or  womanly)  strength — try  Woods  Y Tabules. 

* * * Vitality  Is  Needed  * * * Wonderful  results  are  attributed  to 

Woods  Y Tabules.  * * * An  effective  aphrodisiac  and  general  stimulant 

* * * overcoming  weakness,  particularly  when  due  to  excesses  of  liquor 

and  tobacco,  failure  of  mental  power,  weakening  due  to  personal  indiscre- 

tions, melancholia,  sexual  exhaustion,  nervous  debility,  neurasthenia  and 
other  disorders  of  similar  class.  * * * remedy  for  weakness,  brain  fag, 
exhaustion  due  to  excesses,  impotence,  lacking  of  courage  or  vigor,  and  general 
debility.  * * * A highly  concentrated  nerve  stimulant  and  diuretic. 

* * * rarely  need  more  than  four  Tabules  be  taken  in  one  day  for  even  the 

most  obstinate  cases.  * * * the  first  one  proves  its  remarkable  invig- 
orative and  health-improving  potency  * * were  false  and  fraudulent, 

since  the  said  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  effect  claimed.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  ihat  the  following  statement  appearing  in  the  said  green  circular. 
“Woods  V Tabules  are  guaranteed  by  Edward  J.  Woods,  Ine.,  under  the 
United  States  Pure  Food  & Drugs  Act,”  was  false  and  misleading. 

On  May  22,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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10991.  Misbranding  of  Cadomene  tablets.  U.  S.  v.  30  Bottles,  et  al,  of 
Cadoinene  Tablets.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  14160,  14276,  14277.  S.  Nos.  E— 3043, 
E— 3072,  E— 3073.) 


On  January  10  and  28,  1921,  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Northern  District  of  New  York,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels 
for  theseizure  and  condemnation  of  79  bottles  of  Cadoinene  tablets,  in  part  at 
Binghamton,  N.  Y.,  and  in  part  at  Utica,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  by  the  Blackburn  Products  Co.,  Dayton,  Ohio,  in  various  consign- 
ments, on  or  about  April  12,  June  5,  and  July  16,  1920,  respectively,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottle)  “Invigorating  * * * for  the  Treatment  of 

* * * Neurasthenia  (Nerve  Exhaustion),  General  Debility,  Melancholy, 

Dizziness,  Heart  Palpitation,  Trembling  Weakness,  Waning  Strength,  Func- 
tional Irritation  of  the  Urinary  Tract,  Languor  and  many  other  Symptoms  due 

* * * . Worry,  Grief,  Intemperance,  Dissipation,  Overwork,  Mal-Nutri- 

tion,  Convalescence  from  Influenza,  Etc.,”  (circular)  “ the  benefits  to  be  derived 
from  their  use,  are  such  as  to  recommend  them  to  all  who  may  be  afflicted  with 

* * * Neurasthenia,  Nervous  Exhaustion,  General  Debility,  Melancholy, 

Dizziness,  Heart  Palpitation,  Trembling  Weakness,  Waning  Strength,  Func- 
tional Irritation  of  the  Urinary  Tract,  Languor  and  many  other  symptoms  due 
to  * * * Worry,  Grief,  Intemperance,  Dissipation,  Malnutrition,  Over- 
work, Etc.  * * * valuable  for  those  who  are  despondent,  nervous,  irritable 

and  unable  to  act  naturally  under  the  most  ordinary  circumstances.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  tablets  contained  zinc  phosphid,  strychnine,  and  an 
iron  salt,  coated  with  calcium  carbonate  and  colored  lavender. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements,  appear; ng  in  the  label  of  the  bottle 
containing  the  article  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  regarding  the  curative 
and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  said  article,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  it 
contained  no  ingredients  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing 
the  effect  claimed. 

On  June  30,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgments 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 


C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


10992.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  vinegar.  U.  S.  v.  73  Barrels  of 
Vinegar.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  14667.  I.  S.  No.  1568-t.  S.  No. 
C— 2883.) 

On  March  21,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  73  barrels  of  vinegar  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  consigned  by  the  National 
Vinegar  Co.,  Palatine  Bridge,  N.  Y.,  October  11,  1920,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and 
charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “New  York  State  Pure  Cider  Vinegar  Re- 
duced to  New  York  State  Standard  4 Percentum  J.  C.  Vosburgh,  Canajoharie 
New  York.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  dis- 
tilled vinegar  and  dried  apple  products  vinegar  had  been  mixed  and  packed, 
with  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  the  said  article.  Adulteration  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  mixed  and  packed  in  a man- 
ner whereby  damage  and  inferiority  were  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “Pure  Cider 
Vinegar,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  and  was  offered  for  sale 
under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 

On  December  29,  1921,  John  C.  Vosburgh,  Canajoharie,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  hav- 
ing admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $1,000,  in 
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conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  -conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  relabeled 
and  rebranded  in  a manner  satisfactory  to  this  department. 

C.  W.  Pugs  ley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10993.  Misbranding  of  Cholerine.  U.  S.  v.  Germo  Mfg.  Co.,  a Corporation. 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $101.  (F.  & D.  No.  14913.  I.  S.  Nos.  3122-r, 

3123-r.) 

On  August  10,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of.  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Germo  Mfg.  Co.,  a corporation,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or 
about  March  19,  1920,  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Oregon, 
of  quantities  of  Cholerine,  a portion  of  which,  in  liquid  form,  was  contained  in 
bottles,  and  the  remainder  of  which,  in  tablet  form,  was  contained  in  sacks, 
all  of  which  were  misbranded.  The  bottles  were  labeled  in  part : “ Cholerine 
* * * Germo  Manufacturing  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Cal.”  The  sacks  were  labeled 

in  part : “ Cholerine  For  Fowls  * * * Germo  Manufacturing  Company 

Germo  Building  Los  Angeles,  U.  S.  A.” 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article,  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment, showed  that  the  liquid  consisted  essentially  of  small  proportions  of  mag- 
nesium sulphate,  iron  sulphate,  sulphuric  acid,  and  extract  of  red  pepper,  with 
a large  proportion  of  water  (96  per  cent),  and  some  undissolved  iron  oxid,  and 
that  the  tablets  consisted  essentially  of  magnesium  sulphate,  iron  sulphate, 
iron  oxid,  aluminium  silicate,  a calcium  compound,  gum,  and  milk  sugar, 
flavored  with  saffrol. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  certain  statements  appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  bottles  con- 
taining a portion  of  the  said  article,  and  certain  statements  appearing  on 
the  cartons  and  sacks  containing  the  remainder  of  the  article  and  in  the  circu- 
lars enclosed  in  said  cartons,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of 
the  said  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  that  the  product  contained 
in  said  bottles  was  effective  as  a remedy  and  cure  for  cholera,  roup,  limber- 
neck,  white  diarrhea,  and  other  germ  diseases  in  poultry,  and  that  the  product 
contained  in  said  sacks  was  effective  as  a remedy,  treatment,  and  cure  for 
chickenpox,  roup,  cholera,  limberneck,  and  white  diarrhea  in  poultry  and  for 
worms  and  cholera  in  hogs,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  contained  no  ingredi- 
ents or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  June  5,  1922,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $101. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10994.  Misbranding  of  Lung  Genuine.  U.  S.  v.  13  Bottles  and  20  Bottles 
of  Lung  Germine.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  15163,  15225.  I.  S.  Nos.  1034— t,  3386— t. 
S.  Nos.  C-3116,  C-3131.) 

On  July  21  and  22,  1921.  respectively,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Kansas,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  32  bottles  of  Lung  Germine,  in  part  at  Wichita  and  in 
part  at  Atchison,  Kans.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Lung 
Germine  Co.,  Jackson,  Mich.,  on  or  about  March  23  and  August  27,  1920,  re- 
spectively, and  transported  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  State  of  Kan- 
sas, and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  sulphuric  acid  and  water,  with 
small  amounts  of  iron  sulphate,  alcohol,  and  materials  derived  from  cod-liver 
oil  and  spices. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  following  statements  appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  bottles  and 
cartons  containing  the  article,  to  wit,  (bottles)  “ * * * Treatment  For  Re- 

lief Of  Defective  Nutrition  and  for  Increasing  Strength  and  General  Health 
where  Mucous  Membranes  are  Susceptible  to  Lung  Disease  and  Pulmonary 
Disorganization  with  Bronchial  Irritation.  (In  pre-tubercular  Stages)  * * * 
Use  no  other  lung  medicine  while  using  Lung  Germine.  Read  carefully  the 
circular  accompanying  this  bottle,”  (carton)  “ * * * Your  Lungs  Are  They 

Weak  Or  Painful?  Do  your  lungs  ever  bleed?  Do  you  have  night  sweats? 
Are  you  short  of  breath?  Have  you  pains  in  chest  and  sides?  Do  you  spit 
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yellow  and  black  matter?  Do  you  have  pains  under  your  shoulder  blades? 
These  Are  Regarded  Symptoms  of  Lung  Trouble.  Do  Not  Neglect  These  Symp- 
toms. Keep  Lung  Genuine  in  your  home  ready  for  immediate  use  at  the  first 
sign  of  Membraneous  Lung  Disease  or  Bronchial  Irritation  * ' * * Treat- 

ment For  Relief  Of  Defective  Nutrition  and  for  Increasing  Strength  and  Gen- 
eral Health  where  Mucous  Membranes  are  Susceptible  to  Lung  Diseases  and 
Pulmonary  Disorganization  with  Bronchial  Irritation  (In  pre-tubercular 
stages),”  and  the  following  statements  appearing  in  a booklet  or  circular  ac- 
companying a portion  of  the  said  article,  “ * * * What  You  Want  To  Know 

About  Lung  Germine  As  a sufferer  from  mucous  membrane  affections  of  the 
lungs  and  bronchial  irritation,  readily  susceptible  to  the  primary  or  pre-tuber- 
cular stage  of  pulmonary  consumption,  you  are  deeply  interested  in  learning 
all  that  you  can  about  any  medicine  or  treatment  for  relieving  these  distress- 
ing afflictions.  * * * What  To  Do  For  Hemorrhage  * * * bleeding  from 
the  lung  * * * What  To  Do  For  Persistent  Night  Sweats  Night  Sweats 
are  a commonly  recognized  symptom  of  tuberculosis  * * * Consumption 
* * * Tuberculosis  * * * tubercle  bacilli  * * * germs  of  tuberculo- 
sis * * regarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  of  the  said  article, 

were  false  and  fraudulent,  and  the  said  statements  were  applied  to  the  article 
so  as  to  represent  falsely  and  fraudulently  and  to  create  in  the  minds  of  pur- 
chasers thereof  the  impression  and  belief  that  it  was  effective  to  produce  the 
therapeutic  effects  claimed  therein,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  contained  no 
ingredients  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  such  effects. 

On  February  16  and  17,  1922,  respectively,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for 
the  property,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it 
was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States 
marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10995.  Adulteration  of  oranges.  U.  S.  v.  294  Cases  of  Oranges.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  under 

bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  15803.  I.  S.  No.  942-t.  S.  No.  C-3460.) 

On  March  10,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  294  cases  of  oranges,  consigned  on  or  about  February  24,  1922, 
remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  California  Fruit  Growers’  Exchange,  from 
Prenda,  Calif.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of 
Ohio,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Red  Crescent  Brand  Arlington  Heights  Fruit 
Co.,  Riverside,  California.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  of  a decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  March  14,  1922,  the  United  Fruit  Auction  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  claimant, 
having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  re- 
leased to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  a good  and  sufficient  bond,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of 
the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  sorted  under  the  supervision  of  this 
department,  and  the  bad  portion  separated  so  as  to  show  that  it  was  not  for 
human  consumption  and  the  good  portion  released  to  the  said  claimant. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10996.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  tankage.  U.  S.  v.  140  Sacks  and 
150  Sacks  of  Tankage.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture.  Product  released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  15824, 
15825.  I.  S.  No.  18451-t.  S.  No.  C-3494.) 

On  March  31,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  290  sacks  of  tankage,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages,  in  part  at  Chula,  Mo.,  and  in  part  at  Laredo,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Fred  K.  Chandler  Feed  Co.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
on  or  about  March  14,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Iowa  into  the 
State  of  Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : (Sack)  “ 100  Pounds 
Net,  Chandler’s  High  Grade  Digester  Tankage,  Guaranteed  Analysis  Protein 
6i%  * * * Fred  K.  Chandler  Feed  Company,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.” 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  a 
substance  containing  approximately  42.74  per  cent  of  protein  had  been  substi- 
tuted wholly  or  in  part  for  an  article  containing  61  per  cent  of  protein. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  on  the  label  of 
the  sack  containing  the  article,  “ Protein  61%, ” was  false  and  misleading  and 
deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 

On  April  13,  1922,  the  Chandler  Milling  & Manufacturing  Co.,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels  and  consented  to 
the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claim- 
ant, upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bonds 
in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $1,000,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  con- 
ditioned in  part  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  this  department 
in  part  as  follows,  “ Bone  Tankage  Analysis,  Protein  43%,  Fat  9%,  Fiber  3£%.” 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10997.  Adulteration  of  oranges.  U.  S.  v.  462  Boxes,  et  al,  of  Oranges. 

Consent  decrees  ©f  condemnation  and  forfeitnre.  Product  re- 
leased nnder  bond.  (F,  & D.  Nos.  15807,  15808.  15827.  I.  S.  Nos. 
1802— t,  1.8.03— t,  1806— t.  S.  Nos.  C-3445,  C-34.67,  C-3482.) 

On  February  27,  March  14,  and  March  21,  1922,  respectively,  the  United 
States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Missouri,  acting  upon  reports  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  1,386  boxes  of  oranges, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleg- 
ing that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  part  by  the  California  Fruit  Growers’ 
Exchange,  from  La  Verne  and  Prenda,  Calif.,  on  or  about  March  2,  1922,  and 
in  part  by  the  Stewart  Fruit  Co.,  from  Riverside,  Calif.,  on  or  about  February 
17,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri, and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The 
article  was  labeled  variously  in  part:  “Wash.  Navels  Red  Crescent  Brand 
Arlington  Heights  Fruit  Co.  Riverside,  California “ Parent  Tree  Brand 
Packed  by  Mutual  Packing  Company,  Riverside-Orange-Lindsay,  Cal;”  “Wash- 
ington Navels  Begonia  of  La  Verne  Grown  and  Packed  by  La  Verne  Orange 
Association,  La  Verne,  Los  Angeles  Co.  Calif.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  March  2,  16,  and  23,  1922,  respectively,  the  Stewart  Fruit  Co.,  Evans  & 
Peppers,  a copartnership  consisting  of  O.  C.  Evans  and  E.  H.  Peppers,  and 
Peycke  Bros.  Commission  Co.  having  entered  their  appearances  as  claimants 
for  the  respective  portions  of  the  property,  and  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libels  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees  for  the  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture thereof,  judgments  of  the  court  were  entered  ordering  that  the  product 
be  released  to  the  respective  claimants  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $4,300,  in  con- 
formity with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  product  be 
salvaged  under  the  supervision  of  this  department,  the  bad  portion  destroyed 
and  the  good  portion  released  to  the  claimants  without  condition. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10998.  Adulteration  and  misbranding?  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  4 Cases  of  But- 
ter. Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  15835.  I.  S.  No.  8140-t.  S.  No.  E-3836.) 

On  April  5,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  4 cases  of  butter,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Allentown,  Pa.,  consigned  by  Minnesota  Creamery  & Produce  Co.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  from  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
on  or  about  March  14,  1922,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Minnesota  into 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  exces- 
sive water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and 
injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in 
part  for  the  said  article.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
a valuable  constituent  of  the  article,  butter  fat,  had  been  wholly  or  in  part 

abstracted.  , , . , ,, 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  label  on  the 
carton  containing  the  article  bore  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Creamery  Butter 
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Minnesota  Creamery  and  Produce  Co.,”  regarding  the  article  and  the  ingre- 
dients and  substance  contained  therein,  which  was  false  and  misleading  in  that 
the  said  statement  indicated  to  the  purchaser  that  the  cartons  contained 
creamery  butter  when  in  fact  they  did  not.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of  and  was  offered  for  sale 
under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 

On  April  24,  1922,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

10999.  Misbranding  of  cane  and  maple  sirnp.  U.  S.  v.  27  Cans,  et  al,  of 
Cane  and  Maple  Sirnp.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture. Product  released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  15977.  I.  S. 
Nos.  4503-t,  4504-t,  4505-t.  S.  No.  C-3428.) 

On  February  13,  1922,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minne- 
sota, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion of  27  cans,  10  pounds  each,  134  cans,  5 pounds  each,  and  163  cans,  2\ 
pounds  each,  of  cane  and  maple  sirup,  remaining  in  the  original  and  unbroken 
packages  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by 
the  Vincent  Syrup  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.,  January  13,  1922,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Colorado  into  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  charging  misbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Cans)  “A  No.  1 Vincent’s  Leader  Cane  and  Maple  Syrup  * * * 
Vincent  Syrup  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.  10  Lbs.  Net”  (or  “5  Lbs.  Net  ” or  “2$ 
Lbs.  Net”). 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  respective  statements,  appearing  on  the  various  sized  cans  containing 
the  article,  to  wit,  “ 10  Lbs.  Net,”  or  “ 5 Lbs.  Net,”  or  “ 2\  Lbs.  Net,”  were  false 
and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and 
the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the 
outside  of  the  package,  since  the  statements  thereon  were  incorrect. 

On  May  20,  1922,  the  Vincent  Syrup  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.,  and  the  Piggly  Wiggly 
Minnesota  Co.,  having  entered  their  appearances  as  joint  claimants  for  the 
property  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
product  be  released  to  the  said  claimants  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the 
proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $500,  in  conformity  with 
section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  cans  be  refilled  or  relabeled 
so  as  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  said  act. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

llOOO.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  17.  S.  v.  68  Cases  of  Tomato  Paste. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  re- 
leased under  bond  for  export.  (F.  & D.  No.  14692.  I.  S.  No.  6371— t. 
S.  No.  E-3189.) 

On  April  1,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  68  cases  of  tomato  paste,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  Serto  Packing  Co.,  from  Centerville,  Md.,  on  or  about  September  21. 
1920,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part : “ Concentrate  di  Pomodoro  Made  in  U.  S.  A.  * * * 12 

Ozs.  Net  Concentrated  Tomato  Serto  Brand  Packed  by  Serto  Packing  Co.  New 
York.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  October  13,  1922,  the  Serto  Packing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  havina 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $500,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  it  be  exported 
under  the  representation  that  it  was  adulterated  contrary  to  the  said  act. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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Allan's  damiana  extract:  N.J.iNo. 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10964 

Avalon  distemper  and  cold  com- 
pound : 

Avalon  Farms  Co 10957 

Butter  : 

Minnesota  Creamery  & Pro- 
duce Co 10998 

Cacapon  healing  water  : 

Capon  Water  Co 10956 


Cadomene  tablets : 

Blackburn  Products  Co_  10960,  10991 
Cane  and  maple  sirup.  See  Sirup. 


Catsup.  See  Tomato  catsup. 

Chase’s  nerve  pills : 

Chase,  Dr.  A.  W.,  Medicine 

Co 10953 

Cholerine : 

Germo  Mfg.  Co 10993 

Clams.  See  Shellfish. 

Cold  compound  : 

Avalon  Farms  Co 10957 

Cotton  seed.  See  Feed. 

Cottonseed  cake.  See  Feed. 

meal.  See  Feed. 

Damiana  extract : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10964 

Distemper  compound  : 

Avalon  Farms  Co 10957 

Eggs  : 

Chattanooga  Mercantile  Co 10975 

Gutsliall,  G.  F 10975 

Egyptian  regulator  tea  : 

Kells  Co 10961 

Euca-Mul : 

Binz,  E.  G 10971 

Feed,  cotton  seed : 

Gilmer  Cotton  Seed  Oil  Co 10958 

cottonseed  cake : 

McCall  Cotton  & Oil  Co 10974 

cottonseed  meal : 

McCall  Cotton  & Oil  Co 10974 

Red  River  Oil  Co 10951 

gray  shorts : 

Gateway  Milling  Co 30955 

tankage : 

Chandler,  F.  K.,  Feed  Co 10996 

Flour : 

Astoria  Flouring  Mills  Co 10989 

Cascade  Milling  & Elevator 

Co 10967 

Centennial  Mill  Co 10986 

Crown  Mills 10987 

Houser  & Son 10981 

Jennison  Mills  Co 10978 

Jossem,  R.  P.  T.,  & Son 10983 

Kalispell  Four  Mill  Co_  10977,  10978 

Kerr  Gifford  & Co 10982 

Martin,  F.  M.,  Grain  & Mills 

Co 10988 

Miller,  M.  P.,  Milling  Co 10966 

Montana  Flour  Mills  Co 10988 

Portland  Flouring  Mills  Co 10982 
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Flour — Continued.  No' 

Richardton  Milling  Co 10979 

Rose  Flour  Mills 10985 

Royal  Milling  Co 10968 

Seattle  Flour  Mills 10984 

Wasco  Warehouse  & Milling 

Co 10980 

Gray  shorts.  See  Feed. 

Lung  Germine : 

Lung  Germine  Co 10963,  10994 

Lukosine  : 

National  Drug  Co 10972 

Maple  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Nerve  pills  : 

Chase,  Dr.  A.  W.,  Medicine 

Co 10953 

Oil,  olive : 

Deligiannis  Bros 10965 

Kakarakis  Bros 10965 

Nasiacos  Importing  Co 10965 

Olive  oil.  Se&  Oil. 

Oranges  : 

California  Fruit  Growers’  Ex- 
change  10995,  10997 

Stewart  Fruit  Co 10997 

Regulator  tea  : 

Kells  Co 10961 

Shellfish,  clams : 

Grays  Harbor  Fisheries  & 

Packing  Co 10969 

Shorts.  See  Feed. 

Sirup,  cane  and  maple  : 

Vincent  Syrup  Co 10959,  10999 

maple : 

Vincent  Syrup  Co 10959 

Strawberri  beverage : 

Astoria  Soda  Works 10962 

Duncan,  J.  H 10962 

Sweetener,  concentrated  : 

Wood,  W.  B„  Mfg.  Co 10970 

Tankage.  See  Feed. 

Tomato  catsup : 

Weller,  H.  N.,  & Co 10954 

paste : 

Serto  Packing  Co 11000 

puree : 

Sisk  & Son 10973 

V.  tabules: 

Woods,  E.  J 10990 

Vigor on  : 

Ross,  Sydney,  Co 10952 

Vinegar : 

De  Luxe  Products  Co 10976 

National  Vinegar  Co 10992 

Water,  Cacapon  healing  : 

Capon  Water  Co 10956 

Wine-0  : 

Astoria  Soda  Works 10962 

Duncan,  J.  H 10962 

Wood’s  concentrated  sweetener : 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co  10970 

V.  tabules  : 

Woods,  E.  G 10990 
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Alfalfa  meal.  See  Feed.  N.  J.  No. 

Alimentary  paste: 

Roma  Macaroni  Factory 10047 

Sciales  Grocery  Co 10134 

Viviano,  S.,  Macaroni  Mfg.  Co 10399 

macaroni: 

California  Macaroni  Co 10294 

Columbus  Mercantile  Co 10584 

Talkin,  M.  M 10879 

Viviano,  S.,  Macaroni  Mfg.  Co 10399 

noodles: 

American  Beauty  Macaroni  Co 10143 

Cleveland  Macaroni  Co 10245 

Denver  Noodle  Factory 10073 

Sharp  Elliott  Mfg.  Co 10712 

semola: 

Busalacchi  Bros.  Macaroni  Co 10510 

spaghetti: 

Crescent  Macaroni  & Cracker  Co 10307 

Viviano,  S.,  Macaroni  Mfg.  Co 10399 

vermicelli: 

Crescent  Macaroni  & Cracker  Co 10307 

Almanaris  Waukesha  water.  See  Beverages. 
Almond  flavor.  See  Extract. 

Anchovies.  See  Fish. 

Anderson’s  Waukesha  water.  See  Beverages. 


Anti-ferment: 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10382 

Apple  beverage.  See  Beverages, 
butter: 

Pure  Food  Mfg.  Co 10119 

chop: 

Dawes,  J.  S.,  Sons  Co 10178 

cider.  See  Beverages, 
sauce: 

Barley,  W.  P 10598 

Apples: 

American  Fruit  Growers 10935 

Barry,  N.  J 10004 

Nelson,  Clarence 10816 

Peppers,  T.  H 10074 

Union  Fruit  Co 10075 

canned: 

Crandall  Pettee  Co 10494 

Apricot  cordial.  See  Beverages. 

Bakers’  whip: 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10223, 

10270, 10344, 10603 

Barley.  See  Feed. 

Beans: 

Bay  Fruit  Co 10474 

Burch,  R.  W 10752 

Koshland,  Adolf 10673 

canned: 

Austin  Canning  Co 10196 

Central  States  Canning  Co 10122, 


10131,10341,10489 


Beans,  canned— Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Killian,  W.  H.,  Co . 10595,10807 

Marshall  Canning  Co 10511 

Monumental  Canning  Co.  10597, 10797, 1079S 

Morgan  Packing  Co 10196- 

Van  Camp,  George,  & Sons  Co 10122, 

10123, 10452, 10506, 10623, 10850' 
W ebster-B  utterfield  Co. . . . 10357, 10674, 10909 
dried: 

Gross,  Morris 10148 

Beverages — 

Almanaris  Waukesha  water: 

Almanaris  Mineral  Spring  Co 10574 

Anderson’s  Waukesha  water: 

Anderson,  W.  H 10576 

apple  beverage: 

Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co. 10024 

apricot  cordial: 

Utah  Beverage  Co 10817 

blackberry  cordial: 

Lafayette  Co 10403 

Utah  Beverage  Co 10817 

punch: 

Crown  Beverage  Co.. 10024 

burgundy: 

Gilman,  Miles 10207 

Mumm,  H.  G.,  & Co 10012, 10332 

Cacapon  water: 

Capon  Water  Co 10956 

champagne: 

Mumm,  H.  G.,  & Co 10012, 10332 

cherry  beverage: 

Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co 10024 

cider: 

Davis,  C.  W.,  & Son 10514 

Interstate  Fruit  Product  Co 10705 

compound: 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10052 

Clico  beverage: 

Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co 10024 

grape  beverage: 

American  Fruit  Products  Co 10175, 10176 

cordial: 

Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co 10852 

drip  compound: 

King,  Julius 10540 

juice: 

10068 

Northwestern  Beverage  Co 10549 

Schmidt,  A.,  Jr.,  & Bros.  Wine  Co 10114 

Uva  Grape  Products  Co 10068 

Queen: 

Orchard  Queen  Co 10651 

smash: 

American  Fruit  Products  Co 10176 

Honey  Boy  cordial: 

Honey  Boy  Cider  Co 10282 

Honey  Boy  Cordial  Co 10282, 10353 


1 Notices  containing  decisions  of  the  court  or  instructions  to  juries  are  indicated  by  asterisks  (*). 
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Beverages — Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

lemon  beverage: 

Allouez  Mineral  Spring  Co 10842 

soda: 

10716 

limeade: 

Allouez  Mineral  Spring  Co 10842 

orange  beverage: 

Allouez  Mineral  Spring  Co 10842 

Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co 10024 

drip  compound: 

King,  Julius 10540 

squeeze: 

National  Fruit  Flavor  Co 10327 

orangeade  sirup: 

Reilly,  D.  E.,  Co 10338 

port  bot  beverage: 

Arlette  Fruit  Products  Co 10024 

port  wine: 

Utah  Beverage  Co 10817 

raspberry  soda: 

Eagle  Bottling  Co 10015 

strawberry  beverage: 

American  Fruit  Products  Co 10175 

Astoria  Soda  Works 10962 

water: 

Almanaris  Mineral  Spring  Co 10574 

Anderson,  W.  H. 10576 

Capon  Water  Co 10956 

Wine-Berre: 

Kansas  City  Kola  Co 10932 

Wine-O: 

Astoria  Soda  Works 10962 

See  also  Cacao  products;  Tea. 

Birch  oil.  See  Oil. 

Blackberries,  canned: 

Gibbons,  F.  C.,  Sons  Co 10255 

Puyallup  & Sumner  Fruit  Growers 
Canning  Co 10564 


Blackberry  cordial.  See  Beverages. 

punch.  See  Beverages. 

Blend  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Bologna.  See  Meat. 

Bran.  See  Feed. 

and  screenings.  See  Feed. 

Brazil  nuts.  See  Nuts. 

Brown  shorts.  See  Feed. 
Burgundy.  See  Beverages. 

Butter.  See  Dairy  products. 

color.  See  Color. 

Cacao  products— 
chocolate  coating: 


Ghirardelli,  D.,  Co 10226 

Riesener  Chocolate  Co 10241 

liquor: 

Beacon  Chocolate  Co 10456 

Massachusetts  Chocolate  Co 10523 

milk: 

Massachusetts  Chocolate  Co. 10520 

cocoa: 

National  Cocoa  Mills.  10155, 10156, 10158, 10507 
beans: 

Israel,  Leon,  & Bros 10159 

Cake: 

Dexter’s  Bakery 10521 

Cane  sirup.  See  Sirup, 
and  maple  sirup.  See  Sirup. 


CHEMISTRY. 

Carolene:  N.  J.  No. 

10823 

Catsup.  See  Tomato  catsup. 

Celery  seed.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 


Champagne.  See  Beverages. 

Cherries,  canned: 

Graves  Canning  Co 10138 

South  Haven  Preserving  Co k . 10187 

chocolate-covered : 

Capen-Schaetzel  Chocolate  Co. 10071 

Cherry  beverage.  See  Beverages. 


Chili  pepper.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 

powder.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 
Chocolate.  See  Cacao  products;  Confec- 
tionery. 

Cider.  See  Beverages. 

Clams.  See  Shellfish. 

Clico  beverage.  See  Beverages. 

Coal-tar  color.  See  Color. 

Cocoa.  See  Cacao  products. 

Coconut: 


Hills  Bros.  Co 10146 

Color,  butter: 

Ready,  T.  W 10273 

coal-tar: 

Haug  & Co 10793 

Long,  W.  H.,  & Co 10607 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co....  10007,10055,10057, 
10135, 10185, 10231,  * 10371,10393, 10406 

Confectionery: 

Henry,  C.  W 10111 

Siegel,  Hyman 10113 

chocolate  cherries: 

Capen-Schaetzel  Chocolate  Co 10071 

cigars: 

National  Cocoa  Chocolate  Co 10276 

Coriander  seed.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 

Com,  canned: 

Dexter-Farmer  Canning  Co 10708 

Shafer,  J.  C.,  Co 10324 


Corn  feed  meal.  See  Feed, 
oil.  See  Oil. 
sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Cotton  seed.  See  Feed. 

Cottonseed  cake.  See  Feed, 
and  meal.  See  Feed, 
feed.  See  Feed, 
flake.  See  Feed, 
hulls.  See  Feed, 
meal.  See  Feed, 
and  cake.  See  Feed, 
screenings.  See  Feed, 
oil.  See  Oil. 

Crab  meat: 


Consolidated  Crab  Co 10437 

CostonCo 10682 

Dobbins  Packing  Co 10828 

Nonnenbacher  & Co 10439 

Quinn,  W.  M.,  Co 10328 

Tawes,  J.  C.  W 10274 

Tull,  G.  S.,  & Co 10269 

Tull,  W.  L.,  & Bro 10188 

Creole  dinner: 

Mcllhenny  Co 10067 

Crystal  white  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Cucumbers: 

Burch,  R.  W.. 10752 

South  Carolina  Produce  Assoc 10713 
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Cumin  seed.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 
Currants:  N.  J.  No. 

Birdsong  Bros 10309 

Dairy  products — 
butter: 

American  Stores  Co 10916 

Baker,  Jones 10080 

Bryant  & Ordway  Co 10544 

Corbett  Ice  Cream  Co 10337 

Eggleston  Creamery  & Produce  Co 10519 

Gerhart  & Pagels 10458 

Homestead  Creamery  Co 10558 

Hurwitz,  Frank 10464 

Lambros,  Harry 10106 

Merritt-Schwier  Creamery  Co . . 10579 

Minnesota  Creamery  & Produce  Co. 

10378,10998 

Montrose  Cooperative  Creamery.  .10808, 10859 

Moose  Lake  Creamery  Co 10733 

Morris  & Co 10709 

Raton  Creamery  Co 10757 

Trinidad  Creamery  Co 10774 

milk: 

Alden  Bros.  Co 10432 

Barnsley,  T.T 10092 

Bates,  W.  C 10093 

Beard,  M.  W 10101 

Brigham,  C.,  Co 10430 

Chaconas,  G.  K 10081 

Chollis,  Nick 10095 

Crawford,  E.  M 10100 

Darby,  R.  J 10086 

Donnis,  George 10105 

Francisco,  A.  D 10097 

Glaettli,  Carl 10091 

Hale,  J.  F 10090 

Ideal  Dairy  Co 10621 

Karas,  John 10104 

Kokalis,  Paul 10103 

Lynch,  M.  J 10096 

McGuire,  James 10094 

McLearen,  A.  O 10112 

Mandes,  A.  G 10084 

Mandes,  Louis 10082 

Morris,  M.  T . 10099 

Papageorge,  Parros 10083 

Ratrie,  Turner 10108 

Rogers,  C.  C 10085 

Whiting,  D.,  & Sons 10431 

Windham,  George 10098 

condensed: 

10136 

Brown,  Young  & Co 10263 

Lowe,  J.,  Co 10263 

evaporated: 

Kahoka  Evaporated  Milk  Co 10450 

Kennedy  Creamery  Co 10300 

Van  Camp  Packing  Co 10191 

Van  Camp  Products  Co 10191 

powder: 

SethnessCo 10320 

Egg  powder: 

Lowe,  Joe,  Co 10866,10922 

substitute: 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10223, 


10270, 10344, 10603 


Eggs:  N.  J.  No. 

Ater,  C.  B 10572 

Bennett,  O.  N 10251 

Calico,  A.  S 10718 

Campbell,  J.  E.,  & Son 10312 

Carson,  M.  N 10865 

Cash  Mercantile  Co 10314 

Chattanooga  Mercantile  Co 10975 

City  Grocery  Co 10404 

Crenshaw,  R.  L 10443 

Custer  City  Produce  Co 10422 

East  Tennessee  Produce  Co 10809 

Edwards,  C.  E 10429 

Ellis,  D.  J 10405 

Farmers  Supply  Co 10449 

Farmers  Union  Cooperative  Co 10680 

Fortner,  G.  W 10049 

Fox  Produce  Co 10416 

Gee,  Imon,  Produce  House 10541 

Golden  & Co 10838 

Grant,  G.  W 10899 

Harper,  F.  M 10908 

Hico  Creamery  Co 10426 

Hobart  Produce  Co 10703 

Hoskins,  L.  M 10907 

Huie,  J.  R 10567 

Kenison,  E.  L.,  Produce  Co 10423 

Lake  Mercantile  Co 10313 

Lawton  Poultry  & Egg  Co 10525 

Leiker,  P.,  & Sons 10575 

Lindsey  & Co 10295 

Litchfield  Produce  Co 10792 

Lockney  Produce  Co 10569 

Melton,  J.  W 10926 

Miller,  S.,  Cold  Storage  Co 10785 

Moss,  Jim 10897 

Mullikin,  J.  C 10679 

O'Daniel-Kennedy-Cummings  Co 10347 

Panhandle  Produce  Co 10568 

Patterson's  Cash  Store 10933 

Poindexter,  Levi 10542 

Rardin,  S.  D 10939 

Reed,  M.  L 10311 

Reimold,  Albert 10699 

Rucker,  L.  D 10425 

Schenkenberger,  John 10380 

Seaman  Produce  Co 10335 

Tisdale  Grocery 10814 

Tucker,  R.  L 10334 

Wall,  J.  W 10691 

Watson,  P.  A 10685 

Wilson  & Co 10518 

Wisdom,  C.  J 10252 

Woolsey,  W.  S 10441 

frozen: 

American  Egg  & Products  Co 10726 

Beatrice  Creamery  Co. 10687 

Booth  Cold  Storage  Co 10726 

Detroit  Butter  & Egg  Co 10375 

Long,  J.  A.,  Co 10644, 10662 

Swift  & Co 10168 

liquid: 

Parsons  Poultry  & Egg  Co 10642 

Extract,  almond: 

National  Food  Mfg.  Co. 10132 
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Extract,  grape:  N.  J.  No. 

Schider,  J.  L.,  & Co 10710 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10061 

lemon: 

American  Mutual  Drug  Co 10271 

Leading  Perfumers  & Chemists 10259, 

10277, 10784 

Matthews,  E.  M.,  Co 10346 

Meyer  Bros.  Coffee  & Spice  Co 10461 

National  Food  Mfg.  Co 10127, 10132 

orange: 

Leading  Perfumers  & Chemists. . 10259, 10784 

National  Food  Mfg.  Co 10132 

peppermint: 

National  Food  Mfg.  Co 10132 


raspberry: 

Leading  Perfumers  & Chemists. . 10259, 10784 


strawberry: 

Leading  Perfumers  & Chemists. . 10259, 10784 
vanilla: 

Matthews,  E.  M.,  Co 10342,10346 

National  Food  Mfg.  Co 10127, 10132 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10385 

Feeds— 
alfalfa  meal: 

Denver  Alfalfa  Milling  & Products  Co. . 10778 

North  Bros 10946 

barley,  ground: 

Dickinson,  Albert,  Co 10022 

Gould  Grain  Co 10021 

Upton  MiU  & Elevator  Co 10020 

barley  feed: 

Culbert  Milling  Co 10025 

Devereux,  W.  P.,  Co 10034 

Jewett,  T.  G.,  & Sons 10913 

Sheffield  Elevator  Co 10028 

bran: 

Hormel  Milling  Co 10640 

and  screenings: 

Whitewater  Flour  Mills  Co 10756 

brown  shorts: 

Gateway  Milling  Co 10140 

com  feed  meal: 

Grain  Belt  Mills  Co 10896 

cotton  seed: 

Gilmer  Cotton  Seed  Oil  Co ..... . 10692, 10958 

cottonseed  cake: 

Ardmore  Oil  & Milling  Co 10398 

Beeville  Oil  MiU 10451 

Chickasha  Cotton  Oil  Co 10355 

Commonwealth  Cotton  Oil  Co 10714 

Dallas  Oil  & Refining  Co 10070 

El  Dorado  Oil  Mills  & Fertilizer;  Co...  10411 

Farmers  Oil  & Fertilizer  Co 10548 

Gonzales  Cotton  Oil  & Mfg.  Co 10565 

Henderson  Cotton  Oil  Co 10560 

Houston  County  Oil  Mill  & Mfg.  Co. . . 10900 

Kaufman  Cotton  Oil  Co 10180 

McCall  Cotton  & OH  Co 10974 

McKinney  Cotton  Oil  Mill  Co 10652 

Planters  Cotton  Oil  Co 10530 

Russell-Coleman  Cotton  Oil  Co 10451 

Texas  Refining  Co 10322 

Thorndale  Oil  Mill 10700 

Tyler  Cotton  Oil  Co 10401 

United  Oil  Mills 10412 

Vidalia  Oil  & Ice  Co 10550 


Feeds— C ontinued . 

cottonseed  cake— continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Washington  Cotton  Oil  Co 10920 

Wichita  Falls  Cotton  Oil  Co 10566 

and  meal: 

Industrial  Cotton  Oil  Properties 10790 

or  meal: 

Chickasha  Cotton  Oil  Co 10421 

Thorndale  Oil  Mill 10700 

cottonseed  feed: 

Planters  Oil  Co 10117 

Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co 10731 

Taylor  Commission  Co 10117 

cracked: 

Southland  Cotton  Oil  Co 10624 

cottonseed  flake: 

Osage  Cotton  Oil  Co 10250 

cottonseed  hulls: 

Webb-Sumner  Oil  Mill 10612 

cottonseed  meal: 

10040 

American  Cotton  Oil  Co 10438 

Americus  Oil  Co 10221 

Black  & Co 10419, 10675 

Buckeye  Cotton  Oil  Co 10420 

Central  Oil  Co 10419, 10486, 10500, 10702 

Dallas  Oil  & Refining  Co 10070 

Eastern  Cotton  Oil  Co 10407, 10736 

El  Dorado  Oil  Mills  & Fertilizer  Co 10413 

Elk  City  Cotton  Oil  Co 10723 

Eufaula  Cotton  Oil  Co 10931 

Henderson  Cotton  Oil  Co 10560 

Lamar  Cotton  Oil  Co 10050 

McCall  Cotton  & Oil  Co 10383, 10974 

Osage  Cotton  Oil  Co 10250 

Red  River  Oil  Co 10730,10951 

Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co 10731 

Southland  Cotton  Oil  Co 10622 

Tecumseh  Oil  & Cotton  Co 10722 

Thorndale  Oil  Mill 10861 

Vidalia  Oil  & Ice  Co 10550 

Washington  Cotton  Oil  Co 10666, 10920 

and  cake: 

Louisiana  Cotton  Oil  Co 10830 

screenings: 

Alexandria  Cotton  Oil  Co 10811 

feed  meal: 

Circleville  Milling  Co 10910 

gray  shorts: 

Gateway  Milling  Co 10381, 10955 

linseed  cake: 

Ankeney  Linseed  Mfg.  Co 10658 

linseed  meal: 

Ankeney  Linseed  Mfg.  Co 10658 

middlings: 

Mayo  Milling  Co 10503,10758 

mixed  feed: 

International  Sugar  Feed  Co 10557, 10610 

Martin  Calf  Feed  Co 10659 

Milam-Morgan  Co 10890 

Nashville  Grain  & Feed  Co 10820 

Rapier  Sugar  Feed  Co 10831 

Superior  Feed  Co 10351 

molasses  feed: 

Milam-Morgan  Co 10890 

Patteson,  G.  E.,  & Co  10361 

oat  feed: 

National  Oats  Co. 


10640 
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Feeds— Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

oats: 

Anderson,  B.  B.,  & Sons 10139 

peanut  feed: 

Steele  By-Products  Co 10536 

peanut  meal: 

Camilla  Cotton  Oil  & Fertilizer  Co 10174 

rice  bran: 

Benedict  Commission  Co 10561 

Empire  Rice  Mill  Co 10810 

Gibbons,  J.  T . . 10562 

rye  middlings: 

Globe  Milling  Co 10665 

shorts: 

Peerless  Milling  & Feed  Co 10126 

and  screenings: 

General  Commission  Co 10239 

tankage: 

Butler,  E.  J.,  Co 10253 

Chandler,  F.  K.,  Feed  Co 10996 

Farmers  Terminal  Packing  Co 10732 

Rogers  Grain  Products  Co 10819 

Schalker  Packing  Co 10166 

Fish,  anchovies: 

Cerrito,  Salvatore 10943 

Patorno,  A.,  & Son 10280 

Sanchez,  Henry,  & Co 10149 

Sherwood  Sea  Food  Co 10280 

herring: 

Swift  & Co 10531 

mackerel: 

Harris,  A.  M 10107 

salmon: 

10794 

Burke  Fish  Co 10031, 10453 

Carlisle  Packing  Co 10462 

Cascade  Packing  Co 10333 

Eufaula  Grocery  Co *10499 

Kenai  Packing  Co 10356 

Lowman  Co 10377,10856 

Northern  Packing  Co... *10512 

Point  Adams  Packing  Co 10365 

Pybus  Bay  Fish  & Packing  Co 10247 

Southern  Alaska  Canning  Co 10197 

sardines: 

Montagnino  & Scaduto 10179 

tuna: 

Stafford  Packing  Co 10883 

White  Star  Canning  Co 10645, 10860 

Flavor.  See  Extract. 

Flour: 

Astoria  Flouring  Mills  Co 10989 

Cascade  Milling  & Elevator  Co 10967 

Centennial  Mill  Co 10986 

Crown  Mills 10987 

Houser  & Son 10981 

Jennison  Mills  Co 10978 

Jossem,  R.  P.  T.,  & Son 10983 

Kalispell  Flour  Mill  Co 10977, 10978 

Kansas  Flour  Mills  Co 10877 

Kerr  Gilford  & Co 10982 

Martin,  F.  M.,  Grain  & Mills  Co 10988 

Miller,  M.  P.,  Milling  Co 10966 

Montana  Flour  Mills  Co 10988 

Portland  Flouring  Mills  Co 10982 

Richardton  Milling  Co 10979 

Rose  Flour  Mills 10985 

Royal  Milling  Co 10968 


Flour— Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Seattle  Flour  Mills 10984 

Wasco  Warehouse  & Milling  Co 10980 

Wells-Abbott-Nieman  Co 10950 

Fruit  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Gelatin: 

Cooper’s,  Peter,  Glue  Factory 10258 

Keene  Glue  Co 10258 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10052, 10124, 10340 

Gherkins: 

California  Packing  Corp 10538 


Golden  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Grape  beverage.  See  Beverages, 
cordial.  See  Beverages, 
drip  compound.  See  Beverages, 
essence.  See  Extract, 
jam.  See  Jam. 
juice.  See  Beverages. 

Queen.  See  Beverages, 
smash.  See  Beverages. 

Grapes: 


Berlin,  Victor 10001 

Niagara  River  Fruit  Growers  Assoc....  10003 
South  Shore  Growers  & Shippers  Assoc.  10045 

Taylor,  F.  J 10005 

Walker,  A.  J.,  & Son 10002 

Gray  shorts.  See  Feed. 

Hay: 

Consumers  Grain  Co 10734 

Hopkins,  H.  T 10009 

Herring.  See  Fish. 

Honey  Boy  cordial.  See  Beverages. 


Horseradish  mustard.  See  Spices  and  condi- 


ments. 

Ice  cream  cones: 

Armour  & Co 10479 

Roberts  Cone  Mfg.  Co 10402 

sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Jam,  grape: 

Chappell,  A.  N.,  & Co 10745 

Schiihle’s  Pure  Grape  Juice  Co 10317, 

10387, 10686 

melon  and  lemon: 

10359 

Harris,  E.  B.,  Co 10497 

Lard: 

Chesi vour,  Samuel 10088 

Kidwell,  Frank 10089 


Lemon  beverage.  See  Beverages. 


extract.  See  Extract, 
flavor.  See  Extract, 
jam.  See  Jam. 
soda.  See  Beverages. 

Lemons: 

Angeles  Brokerage  Co 10559 

Gentile,  Joseph,  Co 10724 

Peppers  Fruit  Co 10468 


Limeade.  See  Beverages. 
Linseed  cake.  See  Feed. 

meal.  See  Feed. 
Lobster: 


Lord,  Stephen,  & Co 10588 

Loganberries,  canned: 

Bay  State  Grocery  Co 10290 

Graves  Canning  Co 10484 

Puyallup  & Sumner  Fruit  Growers’ 
Canning  Co 10027, 10154 
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Macaroni.  See  Alimentary  paste.  N.  J.  No. 


Mackerel.  See  Fish. 

Maple  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

sugar.  See  Maplo. 

Maplo: 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10052 

Marjoram.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 
Mayonnaise  dressing: 

Duke  Mayonnaise  Co 10619 

Meal.  See  Feecl. 

Meat- 

bologna: 

Phillips,  Joseph,  & Co 10102 

pork: 

Old  Dutch  Market 10110 

rabbits: 

Pawnee  Poultry  Co 10279 

sausage: 

Thomas  Canning  Co 10594 


Melon  and  lemon  jam.  See  Jam. 

Middlings.  See  Feed. 

Milk.  See  Dairy  products. 

Mineral  water.  See  Beverages. 

Mixed  feed.  See  Feed. 

Molasses: 

Alexander  Molasses  Co 10297, 10888 

feed.  See  Feed. 

Mustard.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 

seed.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 

N oodles . See  Alimentary  paste . 

Nutmeg.  See  Spices  and  condiments. 

Nuts,  Brazil: 


Birdsong  Bros 

10527 

pecans: 

Davis,  Lee 

10457 

walnuts: 

10336 

Holzman,  C.  S 

10695 

J.  B.  A.  & Co 

10418 

Merrill  Keyser  Co 

10373 

Park  Union  Foreign  Bank  Co 10843 

Simmons,  T.  W.,  & Co. .. 

10054,10315 

Sutton,  Sam 

10694 

Oat  feed.  See  Feed. 

Oats.  See  Feed. 

Oil,  birch: 

Ray,  T.  J 

10454 

corn: 

Bay  Bee  Oil  Co 

cottonseed: 

Joannidi,  A 

10417 

Lamp,  D 

10746 

Southern  Importing  Co. . . 

10886 

olive: 

Alban,  J.  A.,  & Co 

*10G46 

Alpha  Importing  Co 

. 10242,10272,10791 

Armenian  Importing  Co. . 

10244 

Arony  & Papitsas 

10656 

Banfi  Co 

10079 

Bay  Bee  Oil  Co 

10915 

Bernagozzi,  W.  P 

10391 

Buonocore,  C.,  & Son 

10806,10893 

Campas  & Co 

10304 

Carrara,  Vincent 

10614 

Caserta  Importing  Co 

. 10555,10616,10657 

Chicca,  Angelo 

10737 

Oil,  olive— Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Crisafulli  Bros 10285, 10895 

Deligiannis  Bros 10455, 

10773, 10796, 10857, 10965 

Di  Bianco,  E 10234 

Economou  & Theodos 10038,10229 

Economu-Ritsos  Co 10615 

Emilo,  R.,  & Campolieti,  M 10190 

Gamanos  & Booskos 10059,10653 

Goodman,  N.,  & Son 10825 

Greek  Products  Importing  Co 10876 

Haber,  1 10543, 10608, 10777 

Italian  Importing  Co 10374 

Italy  Commercial  Co 10224, 10803 

Kakarakis  Bros 10965 

Lamp,  D 10746,10747 

Lekas  & Drivas 10672 

Littauer  Oil  Co 10516, 10836, 10873 

Littman  Oil  Co 10836 

Lyriotakis  Bros 10186 

Moscahlades  Bros 10719 

Nasiacos  Importing  Co 10492, 10649, 10676, 

10704, 10965 

Old  Monk  Olive  Oil  Co 10019, 10169 

Pan-Italian  Commercial  Co 10384, 10885 

Papadopulos,  G.  P 10192,10748,10948 

Poleti  & Co 10894 

Poleti,  Coda  & Rebecchi 10056, 

10181, 10205, 10447, 10881 

Ravazula  Bros 10193 

Reliable  Importing  Co 10396, 10878 

Russo,  Andrew,  & Co 10795, 10845 

Sadaka,  Nicholas 10288 

Sari,  Ferdinando 10868 

Scaduto  & Co 10137,10609 

Southern  Importing  Co 10495, 10886 

Southern  Olive  Oil  Co 10528, 10535, 10654 

Touris,  S.  A 10743, 10944 

Ventoura  & Begani 10181 

Western  States  Trading  Co 10509 

Yohalem  & Diamond 10006, 

10039,10804,10805 

vegetable: 

Economu-Ritsos  Co 10545 

Haber,  1 10608,10904 

Littauer  Oil  Co 10077, 

10516, 10526, 10739, 10835, 10873 

Reliable  Importing  Co 10396, 10878 

Wesson: 

Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co 10298 

Olive  oil.  See  Oil. 


Orange  beverage.  See  Beverages, 
drip  compound.  See  Beverages, 
extract.  See  Extract, 
flavor.  See  Extract 
squeeze.  See  Beverages. 

Orangeade  sirup.  See  Beverages. 

Oranges: 

American  Fruit  Growers 10501, 10524 

Bright,  F.R.,  Co 10585 

Brown,  C.  M 10410 

Bryn  Mawr  Fruit  Growers  Assoc 10339 

California  Fruit  Growers  Exchange 10339, 

10366, 10367, 10368, 10369, 
10491, 10524, 10995, 10997 

Citrus  Growers  Cash  Assoc 10482, 10501 

Cleghorn  Bros 10688 


INDEX  TO  NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  10,001  TO  11,000  (FOODS).  529 


Oranges— Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Duarte-Monrovia  Fruit  Exchange 10786 

Fay  Fruit  Co 10501, 10586 

Lindsay  District  Orange  Co 10469 

Mutual  Orange  Distributors 10696 

Pacific  Fruit  Growers  Exchange 10524 

Pepper  Fruit  Co 10329,10783 

Randolph  Marketing  Co 10466, 

10467, 10502, 10524, 10589, 10839, 10849 
Riverside  Heights  Orange  Growers 

Assoc 10376, 10379, 10389, 10782, 10829 

Speich,  F.  H.,  & Co 10349 

Stewart  Fruit  Co 10410, 10997 

Oysters.  See  Shellfish. 

Peaches: 

Associated  Fruit  Co 10076 

Danbury  Fruit  Co 10664 

Dean,  C.  E 10013 

Georgia  Mountain  Orchards 10157 

Johnston-Cox-Mann  Co 10517 

Peppers,  T.  H 10072 

canned: 

10670 

Applegarth,  C.  L.,  Co. . 10296 

Booth  Packing  Co 10035, 10465 

Peanut  butter: 

O.  D.  Peanut  Corp 10058 

feed.  See  Feed, 
meal.  See  Feed. 

Pears: 

Barry,  N.  J 10004 

Lays  Bros 10834 

Peas; 

Solley,  J.  F.,  & Co 10268 

Pecans.  See  Nuts. 

Pepper.  See  Spices  and  condiments, 
relish: 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Peppermint  flavor.  See  Extract. 

Piccalilli: 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Pickles: 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Pie  filling: 

Consumers  Supply  Co 10870, 10906 

Jewel  Tea  Co 10488 

Wolverine  Spice  Co 10871 

Pimentos: 

California  Packing  Corp 10306 

Poppy  seed,  blue: 

Gross,  Ignatius,  Co 10667 


Pork.  See  Meat. 

Port  hot  beverage.  Beverages. 

wine.  See  Beverages, 

Potatoes: 


Breitenstein,  A.  W 10650 

Chamberlain  & Barclay 10917 

Grover  Bros 10918 

Leonard,  Crosset  & Riley 10924 

Newbern  Produce  Co 10409 

Powers,  C.  A.,  & Co 10236 

Reed  & Perrine 10919 

Savannah  Truckers  Exchange 10929 

Winn-Parker  Co 10435 

sweet: 

Ballard,  H.  & R 10222 


Prunes:  N.  J.  No. 

Graves  Canning  Co 10484 

Guggenhime  & Co 10668 

Marks,  Louis,  & Son 10721 

Rabbits.  See  Meat. 

Raisins: 

Marks,  Louis,  & Son 10604 

Sandford,  E.  R 10305 

Woodbridge  Products  Co 10599 


Raspberry  extract.  See  Extract. 


soda.  See  Beverages. 

Rice  bran.  See  Feed. 

Russian  dressing: 

Duke  Mayonnaise  Co 10619 

Rye  middlings.  See  Feed. 

Saccharin,  soluble: 

SethnessCo 10855 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10160 

See  also  under  Drugs. 

Sako  sweetener.  See  Sweetener. 

Salad  dressing: 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Duke  Mayonnaise  Co 10619 

Salmon.  See  Fish. 

Salt,  sour: 

National  Spice  Co 10655 

Sardines.  See  Fish. 

Sauerkraut: 

Fremont  Canning  Co 10596 


New  Albany  Canning  Corp . 10388, 10762, 10837 
Sausage.  See  Meat. 

Scallops.  See  Shellfish. 

Screenings.  See  Feed. 

Semola.  See  Alimentary  paste. 

Shellfish- 

clams: 

Grays  Harbor  Fisheries  & Packing  Co.  10969 


Kane,  H.  S 10799 

Sargentville  Packing  Co 10240 

Twitchell-Champlin  Co 10445 

Washington  Packing  Co 10749 

oysters: 

Bratten,  H.  C 10738 

Claxton,  R.  W 10448 

Crockett  Packing  Co 10533 

Golden  & Co *10395 

Javins,  C.  H.,  & Son 10308 

Leonard,  I.  L 10408 

McGrath,  H.  J.,  Co 10765 

National  Fish  & Oyster  Co 10442 

Neubert,  Charles,  & Co 10302 

Stanford,  G.  H 10755 

White’s  Old  Stand 10246 

You  Street  Oyster  House 10740 

scallops: 

Arthur,  G.  L 10477 

Carson,  L.  R 10471 

Duffy-Wade  Co 10238 

Holland,  M.  C 10289 

Lee,  M.  S 10289,10476 

Lewis,  J.  M.,  Fish  House 10505 

Morehead  City  Sea  Food  Co 10470 

PinerBros 10237,10238,10289,10473 

Quinn,  W.  M 10299 

Quinn,  W.  M.,  Co 10289,10472 

Sterling,  G.  L.,  Co 10238 
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Shellfish— Continued. 

scallops— continued.  N.j.No. 

Tolson,  Charles 10478 

Tolson  & Smith  Co 10238 

Way  Bros 10238,10505 

Webb,  C.  V 10238 

Woodland  & Co 10238, 10289, 10475 

Shortening: 

Phoenix  Cotton  Oil  Co 10354 

Shorts.  See  Feed. 

Shrimp: 

Acme  Packing  Co 10914 

Dunbar-Dukate  Co 10625 

Goffin,  S.  S 10444 

Sirup: 

Schulman,  Samuel 10109 

blend: 

Cuban  Refining  Co 10230 

Federal  Extract  Works 10011 

cane: 

Blackman-Morris  Co. 10358 

and  maple: 

Vincent  Syrup  Co. . . 10763, 10788, 10959, 10999 
corn: 

Dunbar  Molasses  & Syrup  Co 10620 

crystal  white: 

Peniek  & Ford 10577 

fruit: 

Xydias,  Nathalie 10087 

golden: 

Peniek  & Ford 10577 

ice  cream: 

UBSCo 10428 

maple: 

Peniek  & Ford 10577 

Vincent  Syrup  Co 10959 

Sour  salt: 

National  Spice  Co 10855 

Spaghetti.  See  Alimentary  paste . 

Spices  and  condiments — 
celery  seed: 

National  Spice  Co 10655 

chili  pepper: 

10905 

powder: 

Gebhardt  Chili  Powder  Co. 10029 

coriander  seed: 

10483 

Steinwender  Stoffregen  Coffee  Co 10189, 

10717 

cumin  seed: 

■ 10364, 


10485, 10646, 10647, 10660, 10887 
Hanley  & Kinsella  Coffee  & Spice  Co . . . 10265 
marjoram: 

10669 

mustard: 


Bayle  Food  Products  Co 10256, 

10534, 10753, 10776, 10833, 10841 

Canton  Canning  Co 10552 

Evans-Rich  Mfg.  Co 10833 

Old  Dutch  Mustard  Co 10818 

Plochman  & Witt 10016 

horseradish: 

Bayle  Food  Products  Co...  10284, 10735, 10753 
mustard  seed: 

National  Spice  Co 10655 


Spices  and  condiments— Continued, 
nutmeg:  N.  I.  No. 

National  Spice  Co 10655 

pepper: 

Merchants  Refrigerating  Co 10605 

National  Spice  Co 10655 

Sponge  cake: 

Dexter’s  Bakery 10521 

Strawberries: 

Allen,  W.  F 10697 

Greenfield  Fruit  Growers  Assoc. ......  10257 

Humboldt  Fruit  Growers  Assoc 10424 

Miles,  V.  W 10275 

Strawberry  beverage.  See  Beverages. 

extract.  See  Extract. 

Sweet  potatoes.  See  Potatoes. 

Sweetener,  food: 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10199, 


10291, 10310, 10362, 10626, 10632, 10970 

Sako: 

A-One  Products  Co 10264 


Tankage.  See  Feed. 
Tea: 


Bohea  Importing  Co. . 10348, 10844, 10846, 10858 

Federal  Tea  Co 10827 

Thousand  Island  dressing: 

Chicago  Food  Products  Co 10874 

Tomato  catsup: 

DeLaney,  P.,  Co 10754 

Ellis  Canning  Co 10208, 10800 

Frazier  Packing  Co. 10927 

Harvard  Vineyards ; 10177 

Leslie  Sauce  Co 10631 

Naboth  Vineyards 10177 

Page,  Thomas 10323, 10583 

Polk,  J.  T.,  Co 10032, 

10216, 10681, 10771, 10853, 10862 

Thomas  Canning  Co 10578 

Weller,  H.  N.,  & Co. 10954 

paste: 

Gross,  Felix,  & Co 10318 

Martinez  Canning  Co 10318 

Page,  Thomas 10218, 10287 

Serto  Packing  Co 11000 

pulp: 

10742 

Booth  Packing  Co 10508 

Lin-Del  Co 10018 

Morgan  Packing  Co 10554 

puree: 

Morgan  Packing  Co 10554 

Sisk  & Son 10973 

sauce: 

Page,  Thomas 10218, 10947 

Polk,  J.  T.,  Co 10851 

Tomatoes: 

Bonds,  J.  D.,  & Co 10547 

Booth  Packing  Co 10508 

Jeffords-Sehoenmann  Co 10934 

Medina  Fruit  Growers  Assoc 10446 

canned: 

Fooks,  E.  L 10043 

Foote,  D.  E.,  & Co 10078,10701, 10779 

Layman,  R.  G.,  & Sons 10889 

Preston  Canning  Co 10043, 10460 

Robinson,  W.  E.,  & Co 10513 

Wright,  W.  M.,  & Son 10163 
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Tuna  fish.  See  Fish.  N.  J.  No. 

Vanilla  extract.  See  Extract. 

flavor.  See  Extract. 

Vegetable  oil.  See  Oil. 

Vermicelli.  See  Alimentary  paste. 


Vinegar: 

Barrett  & Co 10042,10891 

Davis,  C.  W.,  & Son 10514 

DeLuxe  Products  Co 10706, 10826, 10976 

Garlock,  P.,  Co 10248, 10764 

Henderson  Pickle  & Vinegar  Co 10293 

Jewett,  F.  E.,  & Co 10283, 10414, 10601 

Kistler  Vinegar  Works 10415 

Maine  Pickling  Co 10232 

Naas  Cider  & Vinegar  Co 10033, 

10214, 10546, 10661, 10802 

National  Fruit  Product  Co 10707 

National  Vinegar  Co 10293, 

10587, 10751, 10768, 10789, 10813, 10848, 10992 


Vinegar— Continued.  N.  J.  No 

Old  Homestead  Mfg.  Co 10671 

Powell  Corp 10211, 10386, 10628 

Southern  Mfg.  Co . 10145, 10293 

Twin  City  Mfg.  Co 10434 

Wallace-McLean  Vinegar  Co 10060 

Walnuts.  See  Nuts. 

Water.  See  Beverages. 

W aukesha  water . See  B ever  ages . 

Wesson  oil.  See  Oil. 

Wheat  middlings.  See  Feed. 

shorts.  See  Feed. 

Wine-Berre.  See  Beverages. 

Wine-O.  See  Beverages. 

Wood’s  sweetener.  See  Sweetener. 

Yeast: 

Gottesman,  J.  M 10493 


DRUGS. 


Abbott  Bros,  rheumatism  compound:  N.  J.  No. 

Abbott  Bros.  Co... 10490, 

10618, 10698, 10787, 10936, 10949 
Alexander’s  malarial  remedy: 

Alexander,  W.  W.,  & Co 10611 

rheumatic  remedy: 

Alexander,  W.  W.,  & Co 10611 

Allan’s  damiana  extract: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10761, 

10892, 10964 

pills: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10822, 10941 

red  wash: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10627 

Allen’s  ulcerine  salve: 

Allen,  J.  P.,  Medicine  Co 10390 

Ambition  pills: 

Wendell  Pharmacal  Co. . . . 10064, 10162, 10635 
American  hog  remedy: 

American  Remedy  Co 10118,10254 

Am-O-Lox  ointment: 

Am-O-Lox  Co 10360 

prescription: 

Am-O-Lox  Co 10360 

Anacahuita  pectoral  compound: 

Lanman  & Kemp 10225,  10394 

Anemia  tablets: 

Rivoll,  C.  M 10824 

Anti-pneumonia: 

Cox,  J.  B 10570 

Antiseptic  cones: 

Hazel  Hygienic  Co 10617, 10725, 10728 

tablets: 

Thompson,  F.  A.,  & Co 10925 

Apiol.  See  Tansy. 

Arthur’s  emmenagogue  pills: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10352, 10693, 10942 

sextone  tablets: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10693 

Aspironal: 

Aspironal  Laboratories 10278, 

10363, 10593, 10683, 10684, 10715, 10759, 10930 
Avalon  distemper  and  cold  compound: 

Avalon  Farms  Co 10249, 10957 

BRSCO: 

BRSCO  Medicine  Co 10741 


Backache  pills:  N.  J.  No. 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

Bernay’s  antiseptic  tablets: 

Thompson,  F.  A.,  & Co 10925 

Bethesda  spring  water: 

Bethesda  Mineral  Spring  Co 10063 

Bick’s  Daisy  99: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10912 

nerve  tonic: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10693, 10942 

sarsaparilla  compound: 

Palestine  Drug  Co ; 10693 

sextone  pills: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10693 

Birch  oil: 

Ray,  T.  J 10454 

Black  capsules: 

Planten,  H.,  & Son 10171 

oil: 

Nunn’s,  Dr.,  Black  Oil  Co 10539 

Bladder  remedy: 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co .*. 10142 

See  also  Kidney. 

Blood  pills: 

Lovett  Medicine  Co 10869 

purifier: 

Asheville  Medicine  Co 10496, 10590, 10854 

Garren  Medicine  Co 10496 

and  nerve  special: 

United  Medicine  Co 10832 

and  nerve  tonic: 

Ross,  Sydney,  Co 10633 

liver,  and  nerve  tonic: 

Bittner,  G.  C.,  Co 10116 

Boquette’s  family  remedy: 

Boquette,  M.  F 10326 

Bristol’s  sarsaparilla  compound: 

Lanman  & Kemp 10225, 10394 

Brodie  cordial: 

Lyons,  I.  L.,  & Co 10563 

Burkhart’s  vegetable  compound: 

Burkhart,  Dr.  W.  S 10198 

C.  J.  C.  liniment: 

Czamecki,  C.  J 10553 

regulator: 

Czarnecki,  C.  J 10553 
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Cacapon  healing  water:  N.  J.  No. 

Capon  Springs  Co 10167, 10956 

Cadomene  tablets: 

Blackburn  Products  Co 10960, 10991 

Calculus  corrective: 

Craemer,  W.,  Medicine  Co 10937 

Capitol  hog  remedy: 

Capitol  Food  Co 10150, 10350 

Capsicum,  powdered: 

Allaire,  Woodward  & Co 10144 

Castalian  water: 

Smith,  Ralph 10147, 10286 

Castleberry’s  sexual  pills: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10243 

Catarrh  medicine: 

Cheney,  F.  J.,  & Co 10065, 

10129, 10153, 10182, 10183, 10210 

Cheney  Medicine  Co 10065, 10164, 10522 

Char-Med-Sal: 

Blackman  Stock  Remedy  Co 10433 

Chase’s  blood  and  nerve  special: 

Umted  Medicine  Co 10832 

nerve  pills: 

Chase,  Dr.  A.  W.,  Medicine  Co 10053, 

10151, 10953 

Cheeseman’s  female  pills: 

Barry,  E.  J 10582 

Chic  Cura: 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

Chloroform: 

Pfizer,  C.,  & Co 10769 

Samson  Rosenblatt  Co 10767 

Stellar  Chemical  Co 10678 

U.  S.  Army,  Quartermaster  Corps 10766 

Cholera  remedy.  See  Hog  cholera;  Oculum  oil. 
Cholerine: 

Germo  Mfg.  Co 10133, 10993 

Cod  liver  oil  extract: 

Yerkes  Chemical  Co 10729 

Cold  compound: 

Avalon  Farms  Co 10249, 10957 

Condition  powder: 

K.  K.  K.  Medicine  Co 10663 

Conditioner: 

Pratt  Food  Co 10801 

Copaiba  and  cubeb  capsules: 

Planten,  H.,  & Son 10171 

Cotton  root  pills: 

French  Medicine  Co 10592 

See  also  Tansy. 

Couch  grass: 

Mcllvaine  Bros 10463 

Cow-health: 

Weare,  Dr.,  Medicine  Co 10397 

remedy: 

Pratt  Food  Co.. . 10613, 10815, 10863 

See  also  Stock  preparations. 

Crab  Orchard  mineral  water: 

Goodwin,  L.  H.,  & Co , *10172 

Craemer’s  calculus  corrective: 

Craemer,  W.,  Medicine  Co 10937 

Cubeb.  See  Copaiba. 

Daisy  99: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10912 

Damiana  extract: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10243, 10761, 

10892,10964 


Dean,  Madame,  female  pills:  N.  J.  No. 


10202, 10262, 10281, 10331, 10343, 10498, 10770 

United  Medical  Co 10641 

Deer  Lick  Springs  water: 

California  Medicinal  Springs  Co 10345 

Distemper  compound: 

Avalon  Farms  Co 10249, 10957 

Donaldson’s  remedy: 

Donaldson,  T.  B.,  Medicine  Co 10010 

DuBois  pecific  pills: 

Baumgartner,  W.  J. . 10026, 10220, 10266, 10772 
Dupree’s  specific  pills: 

United  Drug  Exchange 10867 

Durand’s  herb  tea: 


Durand  Medicine  Co 10480, 10727, 10938 

Ear  oil: 

Leonard,  A.  0 10121 

Edgerton’s  salt  brick: 

Edgerton  Salt  Brick  Co 10235 

Egyptian  regulator  tea: 


Kells  Co 10215,10961 

Emmenagogue  pills: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10352, 10693, 10942 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 10008, 10037 

Steyh,  G.  P.,  Importing  Co 10037 

See  also  Female  pills. 

Empress  brand  tablets: 

Cotter,  R.  J 10392 

E.  G.,  Co 10023, 

10184, 10487, 10571, 10750, 10971 
Fackler’s  damiana  extract: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10243 


Euca-Mul: 

Binz, 


Family  remedy: 

Boquette,  M.  F 10326 

Female  pills: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10822, 10941 

Barry,  E.  J 10582 

Eastern  Drug  Co 10581 

French  Drug  Co 10634 

French  Medicine  Co 10592 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 10008, 10037 

Royal  Drug  Co 10921 

Rudy,  Martin 10141, 10152, 10200, 10201, 

10202, 10262, 10281, 10331, 10343, 10498, 10770 

Steyh,  G.  P.,  Importing  Co 10037,10872 

Taylor,  H.  B.,  Co 10203, 10204, 10629 

United  Medical  Co 10641 

Western  Drug  Co 10581 

tablets: 


Richards  Dyspepsia  Tablet  Assoc 10643 

See  also  Antiseptic,  Emmenagogue  pills, 
Grantillas,  Pecific  pills,  Regulator,  Sa- 
vanol,  Specific  pills,  Tansy,  Vagiseptic 


discs. 

Ferr  aline: 

Ferraline  Medicine  Co 10529 

French  cotton  root  pills: 

French  Medicine  Co 10592 

specific  pills: 

United  Drug  Exchange 10867 

G-U-C  capsules: 

Hollander-Koshland  Co 10195 

Garren’s  blood  purifier: 

Asheville  Medicine  Co 10496, 10590, 10854 

Garren  Medicine  Co 10496 
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Germicide:  N.  J.  No. 

Hiatt  Germicide  Co 10030 

Giles  Remedy  Co 10689 

Giepsi  Vemela: 

Giepsi  Vemela  Co 10036, 10884, 10923 

Giles’  germicide: 

Giles  Remedy  Co 10689 

Gold  Medal  pills: 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co..  10008, 10037, 10537, 10864 

Steyh,  G.  P.,  Importing  Co 10037 

Gonno  specific: 

Grape  Capsule  Co.....  10901 

Grantillas: 

Richards  Dyspepsia  Tablet  Assoc 10643 

H.  and  H.  water: 

H.  & H.  Water  Co 10267 

Hall’s  catarrh  medicine: 

Cheney,  F.  J.,  & Co 10065, 

10129, 10153, 10182, 10183,10210 

Cheney  Medicine  Co 10065, 10164, 10522 

hog  cholera  mixture: 

Ballard,  J.  F 10115 

Texas  wonder.  See  Texas  Wonder. 

Haskin’s  nervine: 

Haskin  Medicine  Co 10066, 10217, 10602 

Hazel  antiseptic  cones: 

Hazel  Hygienic  Co 10617, 10725, 10728 

Healing  compound: 

Nunn’s,  Dr.,  Black  Oil  Co 10539 

Springs  water: 

Virginia  Hot  Spring  Co 10677 

Heaves  remedy: 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

Weare,  Dr.,  Medicine  Co 10397 

Hebras  tonic: 

Bittner,  G.  C.,  Co 10116 

Herb  tea: 

Durand  Medicine  Co 10480, 10727, 10938 

Hiatt’s  germicide: 

Hiatt  Germicide  Co 10030 

Hobo  kidney  and  bladder  remedy: 

Hobo  Medicine  Co 10821 

Hoffo-Kos  capsules: 

Grape  Capsule  Co 10213 

Hog  cholera  mixture: 

Ballard,  J.  F 10115 

remedy: 

Blackman  Stock  Remedy  Co 10433 

Germo  Mfg.  Co 10133,10993 

Hancock  Inoculatum  Co 10051 

food: 

Bready,  E.  T 10556,10606,10775 

mixture: 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Co 10880 

prescription: 

LeGear,  Dr.  L.  D.,  Medicine  Co 10173 

remedy: 

American  Remedy  Co 10118,10254 

Bready,  E.  T 10556, 10606, 10775 

Capitol  Food  Co 10150, 10350 

Edgerton  Salt  Brick  Co 10235 

Germo  Mfg.  Co 10133 

Puritan  Products  Co 10212 

Hooper’s  female  pills: 

Taylor,  H.  B.,  Co 10203, 10204, 10629 

Horse  remedy.  See  Heaves. 

Howell’s  ljmphine  tablets: 

Howells,  C.  H.,  & Co 10292, 10372 


Hull’s  superlative  compound:  N.  J.  No . 

Hull,  A.  J.,  Medicine  Co 10120 

superlative  liniment: 

Hull,  A.  J.,  Medicine  Co 10120 

Injection  Zip: 

Baker- Levy  Chemical  Co 10260 

K.  K.  K.  condition  powder: 

K.  K.  K.  Medicine  Co 10663 

Kalina  tablets: 

Rutkowski,  J.  M 10427 

Kemp’s  pectoral  compound: 

Lanman  & Kemp 10225, 10394 

Kidney  and  backache  pills: 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

and  bladder  remedy: 

Hobo  Medicine  Co 10821 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

See  also  Calculus,  Texas  Wonder. 

Knoma  oil: 

Warner  Remedy  Co 10630 

Kuhn’s  rheumatic  remedy: 

Kuhn  Remedy  Co 10219, 10573 

La  Derma  vagiseptic  discs: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10693 

Lee’s  antiseptic  cones: 

Hazel  Hygienic  Co 10617, 10725, 10728 

LeGear’s  hog  prescription: 

LeGear,  Dr.  L.  D.,  Medicine  Co 10173 

Leonard  ear  oil: 

Leonard,  A.  0 10121 

Leslie’s  emmenagogue  pills: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10352, 10693, 10942 

Liniment,  C.  J.  C.: 

Czarnecki,  C.  J 10553 

Mountain  Oil: 

Shores-Mueller  Co 10044 

superlative: 

Hull,  A.  J.,  Medicine  Co 10120 

Ward’s: 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

Liver  tonic: 

Bittner,  G.  C.,  Co 10116 

Lovett’s  pills: 

Lovett  Medicine  Co 10869 

Lukosine: 

National  Drug  Co 10972 

Lung  balsam: 

Shores-Mueller  Co 10044 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

Genuine: 

Lung  Germine  Co 10017, 10165, 

10228, 10233, 10303, 10316, 10515, 
10591, 10902, 10903, 10953, 10994 

Rox  Chemical  Co 10228 

Lungardia: 

Lungardia  Co 10330 

Lymphine  tablets: 

Howells,  C.  H.,  & Co 10292, 10372 

M.  I.  S.  T.  nerve  tonic: 

Williams  Mfg.  Co 10639 

McMullin’s  tonic: 

McMullin,  Tilden,  Co 10014, 10128, 10711 

Make-Man  tablets: 

Ossenbrink  Drug  Co 10319 

Malarial  remedy: 

Alexander,  W.  W.,  & Co 10611 

Mando  tablets: 

Gracey’s  Drug  Store 10209 
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Manhood  pills:  N.J.  No. 

Fitzpatrick  Drug  Co 10812 

Martel’s  female  pills: 

French  Drug  Co 10634 

Royal  Drug  Co 10921 

Milks  emulsion: 

Milks  Emulsion  Co 10194 

Mineral  water.  See  Water. 

Moses,  Job,  female  pills: 

Eastern  Drug  Co 10581 

Western  Drug  Co 10581 

Mountain  Oil  liniment: 

Shores-Mueller  Co 10044 

Neosalvarsan: 

10781 

Nerve  pills: 

Chase,  Dr.  A.  W.,  Medicine  Co 10053, 

10151, 10953 

Wendell  Pharmacal  Co 10635 

tablets: 

McCullough  Drug  Co 10637 

tonic: 

Bittner,  G.  C.,  Co 10116 

Combination  Remedy  Co 10882, 10945 

Palestine  Drug  Co . 10693, 10942 

Williams  Mfg.  Co 10639 

See  also  Blood. 

Nervine: 

Haskin  Medicine  Co 10066, 10217, 10602 

Nerv-mintz: 

Earle  Chemical  Co 10261 

Nervosex  tablets: 

United  Laboratories.  10069, 10227, 10325, 10532 
Nervtone  tablets: 

Schambier,  A.  F 10440, 10459 

New  Life  remedy: 

Donaldson,  T.  B.,  Medicine  Co 10010 

999  nerve  tonic: 

Combination  Remedy  Co 10882, 10945 

Nonpareil  food  for  stock: 

Bready,  E.  T 10556, 10606, 10775 

Nunn’s  healing  compound: 

Nunn’s,  Dr.,  Black  Oil  Co ..  10539 

Nux-Auro-Pap  anad : 

American  Apothecaries  Co 10551 

Oculum  oil: 

Hancock  Inoculatum  Co 10051 

Ointment,  Am-O-Lox: 

Am-O-Lox  Co 10360 

Okay  specific: 

Pabst  Chemical  Co 10400 

Olive  oil : 

Arony  & Papitsas 10656 

Deligiannis  Bros 10454 

Haber,  1 10608,10777 

1000,  prescription: 

Reese  Chemical  Co 10170 

Pabst’s  Okay  specific: 

Pabst  Chemical  Co 10400 

Palmo  tablets: 

McCullough  Drug  Co 10637 

Parrott  mixture: 

Allan-Pfeifier  Chemical  Co 10627 

pills: 

Allan-Pfeifier  Chemical  Co 10648 

Parry’s  vegetable  compound: 

Parry  Medicine  Co 10206, 10600 

Paulette’s  tablets: 

Fay  & Young’s  Rubber  Corp 10690 

Standard  Druggists  Supply  Co 10690 


Pecific  pills:  N.  J.  No. 

Baumgartner,  W.  J. . 10026, 10220, 10266, 10772 
See  also  Specific  pills. 

Pectoral  compound: 

Lanman  & Kemp 10225, 10394 

Pennyroyal.  See  Tansy. 

Pep-Tonic: 

Puritan  Products  Co 10212 

Pierce’s  tablets: 

Cotter,  R.  J 10392 

McComer,  S.  G.,  & Co 10636 

Pierce,  R.  J % 10636 

Pink  root: 

Lathrop,  H.  R.,  & Co 10847 

Planten’s  capsules: 

Planten,  H.,  & Son 10171 

Pneumonia  remedy: 

Cox,  J.  B 10570 

Poultry  remedy: 

Germo  Mfg.  Co 10133 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

See  also  Brodie  cordial,  Chic  Cura, 
Cholerine,  Nunn’s  healing  compound. 
Pratt’s  conditioner: 

Pratt  Food  Co 10801 

cow  remedy: 

Pratt  Food  Co 10613, 10815, 10863 

Prescription,  Am-O-Lox: 

Am-O-Lox  Co 10360 

1000: 

Reese  Chemical  Co 10170 

Princess  brand  compound: 

Pierce,  R.  J 10301 

Rawleigh’s  hog  mixture: 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Co 10880 

Red  Cross  tansy  pills: 

McCullough  Drug  Co 10638 

Red  wash: 

Allan-Pfeifier  Chemical  Co 10627 

Regulator,  C.  J.  C.: 

Czarnecki,  C.  J 10553 

tea: 

Kells  Co 10215,10961 

Rheumatic  remedy: 

Alexander,  W.  W.,  & Co 10611 

Kuhn  Remedy  Co 10219, 10573 

Rheumatism  compound: 

Abbott  Bros.  Co 10490, 

10618, 10698, 10787, 10936, 10949 

Saccharin: 

SethnessCo 10855 

Wood,  W.  B 10130 

Wood,  W.  B.,  Mfg.  Co 10130,10370 

Salt  brick: 

Edgerton  Salt  Brick  Co 10235 

Salve,  ulcerine: 

.Allen,  J.  P.,  Medicine  Co 10390 

Sanger’s  capsules: 

Moore,  E.  J.,  Sons 10161 

San-methyl  capsules: 

Grape  Capsule  Co 10744, 10898 

Sarsaparilla: 

Shores-Mueller  Co 10048 

compound: 

Lanman  & Kemp 10225, 10394 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10693 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

Savanol: 

Steyh,  G.  P 10872 
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Sex-Co  tablets:  N.J.  No. 

Collins,  Clyde,  Co 10760 

Sextone  pills: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10693 

Sexual  pills: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10243, 10648 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 10537, 10864 

Woods,  E.J 10990 

See  also  Nerve  pills. 

Shores  liniment: 

Shores-Mueller  Co 10044 

lung  balsam: 

Shores-Mueller  Co 10044 

sarsaparilla: 

Shores-Mueller  Co 10048 

Solvent,  Sullivan’s: 

Plimpton  Cowan  Co 10481 

Specific  pills: 

United  Drug  Exchange 10867 

See  also  Pecific  pills. 

Spring  water.  See  Water. 

Star  brand  pills: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.% 10822, 10941 

Stock  conditioner: 

Pratt  Food  Co 10801 

food: 

Bready,  E.  T 10556,10606,10775 

remedy: 

Bready,  E.  T 10556 

Warner  Remedy  Co 10630 

See  also  Avalon  compound,  Char-Med-Sal, 
Cholerine,  Condition  powder,  Conditioner, 
Cow-health,  Cow  remedy,  Heaves,  Hog 
preparations,  Knoma  oil,  Nunn’s  healing 
compound,  Oculum  oil,  Pep-tonic, 
Poultry  remedy,  Salt  brick,  Shores 
liniment. 

Sullivan’s  solvent: 

Plimpton  Cowan  Co 10481 

Sulpho-saline  mineral  water: 

Excelsior  Springs  Mineral  Water  <fc 

Bottling  Co 10875 

Superlative  compound: 

Hull,  A.  J.,  Medicine  Co 10120 

liniment: 

Hull,  A.  J.,  Medicine  Co 10120 

Swiss  herb  tea: 

Durand  Medicine  Co 10480, 10727, 10938 

Tansy  pills: 

McCullough  Drug  Co 10638 

pennyroyal,  and  cotton  root  compound: 

Pierce,  R.  J 10301 

pennyroyal,  and  cotton  root  pills: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10822 

pennyroyal,  cotton  root,  and  apiol  tablets: 

Cotter,  R.  J 10392 

Fay  & Young’s  Rubber  Corp 10690 

McComer,  S.  G.,  & Co 10636 

Pierce,  R.  J 10636 

Standard  Druggists  Supply  Co 10690 

Texas  Wonder: 

Hall,  E.  W 10041, 10062, 10125, 10321, 10580 

Thomas’  emmenagogue  pills: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10352, 10693, 10942 


[ Turpentine:  N.  J.  No. 

General  Naval  Stores  Co 10436 

2 over  3: 

Boving,  F.  C 10840 

Ulcerine  salve: 

Allen,  J.  P.,  Medicine  Co 10390 

V.  tabules: 

Woods,  E.J 10990 

Vagiseptic  discs: 

Palestine  Drug  Co 10693 

Vegetable  compound: 

Burkhart,  Dr.  W.  S 10198 

Parry  Medicine  Co 10206, 10300 

Vemela,  Giepsi: 

Giepsi  Vemela  Co 10036, 10884, 10923 

Venereal-disease  preparations.  See  Allan’s 
preparations,  Arthur’s  preparations, 
BRSCO , Bick’s  preparations,  Black  fcap- 
sules,  Blood  preparations,  Copaiba,  Dar 
miana,  G-U-C  capsules,  Gonno  specific, 
Hoffo-Kos  capsules,  Injection  Zip,  Lovett’s 
pills,  Lukosine,  Make-Man  tablets,  Mando 
tablets,  Manhood  pills,  Neosalvarsan,  Pabst 
Okay  specific,  Parrott  mixture,  Planten’s 
capsules,  Prescription  1000,  Red  wash, 
Sanger’s  capsules,  San-methyl  capsules, 
Sarsaparilla  compound,  Sextone  pills, 
Sexual  pills,  Wood’s  capsules. 

Vigoron: 

Ross,  Sydney,  Co 10633, 10952 

Vita  oil: 

Vita  Oil  Co 10940 

Vitalo: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co 10780, 10911 

Ward’s  preparations: 

Ward’s,  Dr.,  Medical  Co 10142 

Warner’s  Knoma  oil: 

Warner  Remedy  Co 10630 

Water: 

Bethesda  Mineral  Spring  Co 10083 

California  Medicinal  Springs  Co 10345 

Capon  Springs  Co 10167, 10956 

Excelsior  Springs  Mineral  Water  & 

Bottling  Co 10875 

Goodwin,  L.  H.,  & Co *10172 

H.  & H.  Water  Co 10267 

Smith,  Ralph 10147,10286 

Virginia  Hot  Spring  Co 10677 

Weare’s  cow-health: 

Weare,  Dr.,  Medicine  Co 10397 

heave  remedy: 

Weare,  Dr.,  Medicine  Co 10397 

Wendell’s  pills: 

Wendell  Pharmacal  Co ... . 10064, 10162, 10635 
Wood’s  capsules: 

Grape  Capsule  Co 10213 

V.  tabules: 

Woods,  E.J 10990 

Yerkes  cod-liver  oil  extract: 

Yerkes  Chemical  Co 10729 

Zendejas  treatment: 

Joslyn,  P 10720 

Zendejas,  P 10720, 10928 

Zip,  injection: 

Baker-Levy  Chemical  Co 10260 
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